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ADDRESS-IN-REPLY 
Motion 

Resumed from 4 May. 

HON BARBARA SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [11.08 am]:  I stand with great pleasure to speak in this 
debate and to acknowledge the Address-in-Reply to the Governor of Western Australia’s speech at the opening 
of the thirty-seventh Parliament of Western Australia.  In doing so, I acknowledge the Governor, Lieutenant 
General Sanderson, and Mrs Sanderson.  I not only thank the Governor for his speech, but also place on the 
parliamentary record my deep and sincere gratitude for the fact that Western Australia is so fortunate in having 
such an outstanding man as the Governor of Western Australia and such an outstanding woman as his wife.  
They have both contributed enormously to Western Australia.  I hope they will consider extending their stay in 
this state.  I very much doubt that will be the case, but that is up to them and the government.  I think that if they 
do leave this state it will be a personal decision of theirs and not because there is not an invitation for them to 
continue their work.  They have both contributed enormously to Western Australia.  The Western Australian 
community is privileged to have had the service of this Governor and his wife.   

In the time that has been allocated to me today, I will deal with my two portfolio areas of interest; namely, 
children and the arts.  I will also devote some time to issues of concern in my electorate.  I first want to spend a 
few moments reflecting on my privileged association with the Governor.  Some memories stand out more than 
others.  The Governor and his wife are great supporters of the arts in Western Australia and have attended almost 
every arts function I have been fortunate to attend in the capacity of either patrons or great supporters of the arts.  
They have a genuine interest in the performing arts.  That is wonderful to see.  It is a great encouragement to the 
organisers of arts events in Western Australia and to the artists themselves.  It must be very nice for people who 
have chosen the arts as a career to have such sincere patronage as they get from the Governor and his wife.  It is 
unfortunate that performing artists are not given the same acknowledgement in the community as sports stars.  
Many of our performing artists are very hardworking stars on the stage or wherever they may be performing.  I 
thank the Governor and his wife for the encouragement and patronage they have given to this area of work in 
Western Australia.   

At the same time I want to give credit to the government on attaining government.  It is a disappointment for us 
in opposition, of course, having worked very hard to put in place what we feel are very good policies, that we are 
not able to put those policies into place in this term of government, but I congratulate the government and wish 
the new ministers well in their deliberations.  I have always maintained that a government is only as good as the 
opposition.  Our job as the opposition is to bring issues to the government all the time so that it is reminded of 
what we believe is right and proper for Western Australians, and to ensure that the government works hard and 
comes up to speed on those issues.   

I want to welcome the one new member, Hon Lynn MacLaren.  Hon Lynn MacLaren is sharing the electorate 
with me, albeit briefly, in place of Hon Jim Scott, who is no relation to me, of course, but we often get 
misdirected mail, and people often think that perhaps we are connected by marriage or in some other way, which 
is not the case.  I also want to pay tribute to those members who will be retiring from this Chamber at the 
conclusion of their term of office.  In particular I congratulate the President of this Chamber, Hon John Cowdell, 
for his outstanding leadership.  The refurbishment of Parliament House that Hon John Cowdell has undertaken 
will leave a legacy for Western Australia, and I thank him for that.  The dignity with which Hon John Cowdell 
has conducted his duties has been admirable.   

Having been the shadow minister for the arts and having a great love of the arts, I commend the President of this 
Chamber for his love and patronage of the arts in Western Australia.  As I said earlier, it is very encouraging for 
young people, and indeed people of all ages, who have chosen the arts as a career to know that they have in this 
state the patronage of outstanding citizens like the Governor and the President of the Legislative Council, and 
also like the former Premier Sir Charles Court, who was also a great patron of the arts in Western Australia.  
Members may be interested to know that the President is a strong supporter of the Western Australian Academy 
of Performing Arts.  WAAPA may even snap him up to be a board member when he retires from this place, 
which may cause a change in some of the directions in which WAAPA is going.  I want to congratulate the 
President on a initiative that will take place on Sunday week to celebrate the twenty-fifth anniversary of the 
academy.  That initiative is to bring to the Parliament of Western Australia proms.  Those of us who have been 
fortunate in our lives to have attended proms in England will know this is a wonderful series of promenade 
concerts.  The President has shown great initiative in bringing the very first proms to Parliament.  That will lift 
the awareness of members of Parliament of the work that is being done at WAAPA and will lift the level of 
acknowledgment of the work of those students and give them an opportunity - which is always important in the 
performing arts - to perform.  I am looking forward to that and I hope it is successful.   
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I wish the President and all members who are retiring from this Chamber well in their retirement.  As some 
members have said in the Address-in-Reply debate, although some members in this place have had a short stay 
in this Parliament, having served only one term in office, it is a privilege to serve in this Parliament, and I am 
sure all members who come into this place recognise that privilege.  In acknowledging the Governor’s speech, I 
want to raise some issues that concern me.  I also want to give some praise where it is due.  One of the first 
things that is noted in the Governor’s speech in the area of education and training is the proposal to increase the 
school leaving age in Western Australia.  I do not intend to go into that in detail, because Hon Derrick 
Tomlinson has spoken in a very erudite way, as he usually does with his sound background in education, about 
the importance of living in a country of educated people and encouraging young people to stay on at school.  I 
raise this matter to remind the chamber that the Court government made a move towards this in 1994 when it 
proclaimed that the school entry age into formal schooling would be raised.  That was done for a number of 
reasons.  The main reason was to achieve a national common entry age - which still has not been achieved 
almost 10 years on - so that people who move interstate, as many people do in Australia, still have that problem 
of trying to get their children adjusted into school.  One of the major reasons for my research into changing the 
entry age for school was so that children leaving school in Western Australia would be older, more mature and 
more able to make lifelong decisions in the later years in school, around year 10 when they are often making 
career choices.  Therefore, the move to increase the leaving age for all 16-year-olds from 2006 is just a natural 
progression.  Currently the half cohort of children who started school in 1999 are now in year 4.  They are now 
eight months older than they would have been prior to that change that we brought about.  The natural 
progression then was to look at the leaving age at the other end.  I noted that matter with interest in the 
Governor’s speech. 
Another area of major change that the Governor mentioned when speaking about the government’s legislative 
program on children is a move to further protect Western Australian children from sex offenders by toughening 
child pornography laws and giving police powers to use electronic means, such as the Internet, to combat 
paedophiles who prey on children.  New legislation will also provide for indefinite detention of convicted child 
sex offenders on the completion of their sentence when there is a significant risk of their reoffending.  That is a 
good move.  I was disappointed that the government chose to mention only the heavy-handedness of its 
legislative program for children, rather than issues such as mandatory reporting of child abuse so that children 
can be protected, as opposed to waiting for paedophiles who are charged to be detained, or detained for a longer 
period.  I guess I come from a background that has led me to believe that early intervention is better than the 
hard-stick approach.  I am not suggesting that I do not agree with that legislation, but I was disappointed that 
there was no mention in the Governor’s speech of the establishment of a children’s commissioner.  I will deal 
with that matter later. 

The mandatory reporting of child abuse to reduce the number of children who are abused in this state is an issue 
on which the coalition parties went to the polls.  The protection of children is an issue in which I believe very 
strongly.  I make it very clear in the Parliament today that Western Australia continues to be the only state in 
Australia that has not brought in legislation for mandatory reporting of child abuse.  Time and again during the 
election campaign the opposition said that nothing is more important to Western Australia than its children.  
Children should be considered a priority in any political consideration and we should not compromise their 
wellbeing if there is a legislative instrument that could protect them.  A government that does not put children 
first does not deserve to govern.  We all know that however much people love and care for their children, some 
children are abused.  This is not just an interesting issue for study by academics and discussion by bureaucrats; it 
is both a tragedy and a scandal.  It is the absolute duty of governments to protect the weak in their community.  
There is no weaker individual than an abused child.  The revelations in the Parliament in the past week have 
shown that the increase in child abuse in this state is at an unacceptable level.  A number of factors contribute to 
that level, but that does not excuse the government for not establishing a regulatory regime that will at least have 
people who work around children mandated to report the suspicion of child abuse.  Mandatory reporting is a 
legal requirement in every state and territory in Australia, except Western Australia.  Mandatory reporting of 
child abuse applies in a number of nations, such as the United States, Denmark, Sweden and Canada.  It is a 
statutory requirement of mandatory reporting that a list or class of persons must notify authorities as soon as they 
become aware of child abuse or form the suspicion that a child has been abused.  Many professionals who work 
with children, such as teachers, doctors, nurses and childcare workers, have had training that allows them to 
detect very early in the behaviour of young children that a child has been abused sexually or physically or has 
been neglected.  Professionals are protected in mandatory reporting, which offers them a proper framework 
around the protocol that must be followed.  I do not believe that the protocols that have been established in this 
state are secure or stringent enough to protect very vulnerable children in the early stages of abuse. 

Without mandatory reporting, professionals may be reluctant to make a report for fear of legal or social reprisals.  
Mandatory reporting also helps to resolve the ethical issues facing professionals in breaking the confidentiality 
of their client or patient.  As I said, mandatory reporting widens the net of at-risk children who can be identified, 
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and ensures, if properly resourced, that early intervention and treatment can be provided.  In all jurisdictions in 
which it is a requirement, such schemes have widespread community support.  If I were to ask individual 
members of this chamber - if they believed a vulnerable child had been abused either physically, sexually or 
emotionally or had been neglected - whether or not they agreed that a professional person should be obliged to 
report child abuse because small children do not have a voice or the ability to go to the authorities, I am sure they 
would agree.  The only argument against mandatory reporting that is put up time and again is the cost.  When the 
coalition went to the election it undertook a sound costing program.  We were going to legislate for mandatory 
reporting, so that in the first instance doctors, nurses, teachers and Department for Community Development 
workers would be mandated to report abuse of children.  It was expected to cost an additional $15 million a year 
once established.  This government has obviously received additional funds from unexpected revenues.  I ask 
whether it will consider looking on this as a serious issue.  I ask these questions of the minister and the 
department: is it merely because of the resourcing issues involved and is it not a valid expense for this state to 
put our children first?  The government should be reminded that the introduction of mandatory reporting of child 
abuse would send a very clear message to the community that the government will not tolerate child abuse and it 
would prevent children falling through the cracks.  This would involve further training of professionals, 
including teachers, nurses, doctors and child care workers in the first instance, so that they would become aware 
of early childhood development and the display in children’s play or actions that indicates abuse is taking place.  
Sadly, this government has chosen to neglect the recommendations of the Gordon inquiry on which it spent an 
enormous amount of money.  It has introduced a reporting mechanism that requires cases of abuse to be reported 
only if they involve children of 13 years and under who have acquired a sexually transmitted disease.  That is an 
indictment on a civilised society that ought to give priority to the protection of children.  
The issue arose a few weeks ago.  I followed it up with a series of questions to the minister about child abuse.  
The minister revealed records obtained through the Department of Health.  The West Australian of 28 April 
reported - 

Department of Health records show there were 50 notifications of children under 14 infected with 
chlamydia or gonorrhoea between July last year and March . . .   

This problem has increased enormously in the past couple of years.  The answers to my questions to the minister 
in the Parliament reveal that 44 children of 13 years and under were identified with sexually transmitted 
diseases, all of which were the result of sexual abuse.  The West Australian indicated in the first instance that 
perhaps they were sexually active young teenagers.  Certainly of the 50 notified cases of sexually transmitted 
diseases, it could be the case for a few of them, but 44 of the children with sexually transmitted diseases of 13 
years and under acquired those sexually transmitted diseases through sexual abuse.  I further questioned the 
Minister for Police and Emergency Services, the Minister for Health and the Minister for Community 
Development to get the details.  I find it very alarming that the police have charged only three people.  The 
charges were laid in cases of abuse against children aged six and 12 years.  Of the 44 children who acquired 
sexually transmitted diseases, six were 12, one was 11, one was eight, one was six, one was five, three were 
three and one was two years old.  If that is not outrageous information and a revelation to this Parliament, I do 
not know what is; nothing could be more unacceptable.   

I find it interesting that charges have been laid against people who have sexually abused the children who were 
between six and 12 years of age at the time of the offences.  One can only conclude that the child who was five, 
the three children who were three and the one who was two years old were not old enough or able to give 
evidence to the police, and so charges were not able to be pursued.  That is my only deduction from the 
information.  After my having pursued that relentlessly in the Parliament, the Minister for Community 
Development tabled in the Parliament yesterday a report about protecting children in care.  My questions about 
abuse in care have arisen in the past few years, when I have had to deal with a number of parents of children who 
have complained to me through my office.  Many of them are in the category of new age grandparents, who are 
looking after the children of their perhaps drug addicted child who is unable to care for the children.  Many of 
them have been concerned about children being placed back into volatile and dangerous situations.  That alarms 
me.   

I began questioning the minister to satisfy myself about the numbers and whether we should be concerned about 
them.  They have certainly concerned me.  The report that was tabled yesterday by the minister cost the 
government $19 000.  It was conducted by somebody who sits on the Child Death Review Committee and, if I 
am correct, is a member of the case review board that decides on children’s futures.  To say that this is an 
independent report on the department beggars belief.  I doubt its independence and am concerned at its cost.  The 
report has suggested a number of things that we have talked about for quite some time.  It has found flaws in the 
way in which the department has dealt with some children at risk.  One of the issues that was highlighted is that 
there is a lack of appropriate foster care homes for children.  That is of concern.  The homes that some children 
have been placed in are a concern that has been raised with me a number of times.  I suggest to the government 
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that there needs to be a radical shift in the thinking of the department and its minister.  We need a thorough and 
robust inquiry into how children’s lives are being dealt with.  It should be done at the highest level, as the 
Queensland government did when it called on the Crime and Misconduct Commission to conduct an inquiry into 
the department.  The outcome in Queensland, which this government ought to take note of, was that it separated 
the children under care and protection orders and established a separate department just for children in care.  It is 
time this government looked at the Department for Community Development, whose core business is children 
and families.  It should have a name to do with children and families.  The department does a lot of good work 
with children and families, but it should separate those vulnerable children who have child protection orders over 
them, deal with them and resource the people who are working with them.  It should make sure protocols are put 
in place to protect children from a very young age.  We are not talking about a large number of children or 
families, but we should get on with the core business of supporting families in Western Australia - most families 
are very good and the parents are earnest and determined - and protecting children who are at risk.  One way to 
do that is to establish a separate department.  One matter that the coalition took to the election, and I am totally 
committed to it, was the setting up of a child guardian within a children’s commission.  New South Wales has a 
child guardian - a separate, independent body - to look after the children under child protection orders.  The child 
guardian has a discrete area of responsibility.  As I have said, Queensland has moved to an even bigger plan by 
creating a separate department, but New South Wales has a child guardian.  I am pleased that the government has 
this report which recommends a child advocate.  Throughout the election campaign we talked about creating a 
position of child guardian, but the government paid somebody $19 000 to pick up a matter that was part of the 
Liberal Party’s policy, and it is now considering the position of a child advocate.  Sadly, this minister does not 
seem to understand that a child advocate should be located outside the department, or should deal separately with 
children who are the subject of child protection orders. 

Last September, as shadow ministers, some of us undertook a trip to the Kimberley and the north west of 
Western Australia where we attended meetings with all the shire councils at which requests were made to do 
something about children in regional towns.  It surprised me that requests were made for safe houses, hostels or 
something of that nature to protect the children, most of whom were Aboriginal children.  Sadly, the information 
that I have gathered from answers supplied by the minister in the Parliament indicates that many of the children 
who have been sexually abused are Aboriginal.  I would like to make a suggestion to the Parliament, and clarify 
a report that appeared in today’s paper, that we not use the term “institution”.  I am not suggesting taking 
children away from their homes, but when families are unable to care for children they could go to cottage-style 
family care, such as the Parkerville home in the hills, which is located in a beautiful setting where cottage 
parents can look after children in a family-style situation.  The children would also have access to therapeutic 
intervention.  That is a safe and secure spot for children.  I would also hope that the children would have access 
to their parents and extended families.  That sort of model may be worth looking at, on a smaller scale, for some 
of the north west towns where there has been a call to provide children with not only safety from abuse, but also 
some order in their lives so they can at least attend school, have meals and get some sleep and do not remain in 
homes where alcohol and drug abuse occurs late into the night.  The model of Parkerville cottage-style homes is 
worth looking at, because children thrive when they are in a home or family situation. 

I want to provide a couple of outrageous examples that have come to my notice over the past few months.  Some 
members will recall that a photograph of a young Aboriginal boy appeared on the front page of The West 
Australian.  The media called him Peter Rabbit.  I think he was a 10-year-old who had run away from the home 
in which he was being cared for.  I had many conversations with the grandmother of that young boy.  She told 
me his parents were in prison and were drug addicted.  She wanted to look after him, but the department did not 
agree.  When he escaped and disappeared from the media glare I was told that he had been put on a plane to 
Broome where he would be cared for by a 19-year-old male cousin who was a cocaine addict.  I am raising these 
issues here rather than being alarmist in the media, because it is important that members of Parliament 
understand the gravity of the practices that are occurring at the moment.  I cite another example of a 13-year-old 
girl who was in a very good foster care home.  The department’s practice at the moment is to reunite children 
with their families and it is a good model, if the families are able to do that.  However, this 13-year-old did not 
have a functional family to whom she could return.  Again it was a grandmother who rang me and asked whether 
I saw the television video the week before of some children bashing people at a railway station.  She told me that 
one of them was her 13-year-old grand-daughter, who was in foster care, but she was taken out of that foster care 
and put somewhere else.  The grandmother said she would have happily looked after her grand-daughter, but she 
was put in a safe foster home and was told she did not need to go back.   

I do not have time to go through all of the issues that have concerned me greatly since these files came into my 
possession, but the next instance involves some very damaged young girls aged about eight and 10.  They have 
foetal alcohol syndrome.  Members who are aware of that condition would know that children who are affected 
have a very recognisable look.  They are small, underdeveloped or whatever.  These girls had been in foster care 
for seven or eight years.  The mother was a drug addict.  She tried to mend her ways and these two girls were 
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returned to her.  It was recognised that, in the past, the mother had had a number of partners and that there were 
still drugs around the house.  However, the big concern was that a young 17-year-old brother or stepbrother who 
had sexually abused one of the young girls who was still residing in the home with the mother.  I sat through a 
three-hour case review hearing with this family and I was very disturbed to learn what took place.  However, I 
was more disturbed when I was told some weeks later that the psychologist who had recommended that those 
children be returned to their natural mother had himself been up on a charge of sexually abusing a young girl.  I 
do not know whether he is still working in a private consulting capacity. 

Those are comments on issues about the abuse of children that I think are important.  Mandatory reporting of 
child abuse should be introduced.  I am disappointed in the government not listing mandatory reporting or the 
establishment of a children’s commissioner in its program.  I have spoken many times about children’s 
commissioners.  The Liberal opposition introduced a bill on this issue into the lower house because it was not 
able to introduce it in this house.  It was a well-constructed bill.  I have visited a number of jurisdictions around 
the world and studied the legislation and the advantages and disadvantages of certain things being put into 
legislation.  The opposition’s bill was brought into the Parliament but rejected by the government even though 
the sentiments expressed in the bill were endorsed by all three members of the select committee, which was 
established by the Parliament against the government’s wishes two or three years ago.  Last year and during the 
election campaign, the government was dragged kicking and screaming into agreeing to establish a children’s 
commissioner in Western Australia.  I wonder whether the reluctance of the government goes back to the 
reluctance of the cabinet and the Premier in not wanting to spend money on establishing a children’s 
commissioner for Western Australia.  I have a copy of a statement from the Premier dated 3 December 2002 in 
which he states that the government was “drawing a line in the sand” and that “enough is enough” as far as child 
abuse and family violence in Aboriginal communities was concerned.  It also stated, in part - 

Dr Gallop said the Government had given in principle support to all but two of the Gordon Inquiry’s 
recommendations.   

He detailed a number of initiatives to combat child abuse.  I do not have a problem with most of the programs 
that have been put in place.  That is good news.  I wonder whether the reluctance of the government to hasten the 
introduction of legislation to establish a children’s commissioner is tied to Dr Gallop’s reluctance to do so.  The 
recommendations that were not given in-principle support were the appointment of a children’s commissioner 
and a new memorandum of understanding between the government and the Swan Valley Nyungah Community.  
The government considered the need for a children’s commissioner but agreed that additional resources would 
be better directed towards delivering new services rather than duplicating functions already undertaken by bodies 
such as the Ombudsman and the Child Protection Council.  Those two bodies are still in place and I wonder 
whether the Premier still has some reluctance about having a children’s commissioner in Western Australia, who 
would be an independent advocate for children and who would do a number of things, which I will not go into 
today.  When the opposition presented the Commission for Children and Young People Bill 2004 on 22 
September last year, it quoted Professor Fiona Stanley in its second reading speech.  She said there was no doubt 
that the legislation should be brought before the Parliament.  As the second reading speech states, in part - 

Our children today are worse off than they were 30 years ago.  They are more abused - this is not 
merely a figment of increased reporting but a real increase - the drug culture is a major factor here; their 
emotional health is in decline - family breakdown and the lack of societal commitment to and support 
for marriage is a primary factor here; their physical health is in decline - they do not get proper nutrition 
but at the same time are terribly overweight, the fattest kids in the world - they do not get adequate 
exercise, not even two hours a day, the bare minimum recommended by health authorities.  

. . .  

This Bill accurately reflects the recommendations of the Legislative Council Select Committee on 
Advocacy for Children (Appointment of a Commissioner for Children) . . .  

There was hope that there would be bipartisan support.  The third recommendation of the select committee refers 
to the independence of the children’s commissioner.  It is important that a special act of Parliament be passed 
that establishes the commission for children as an autonomous body that is outside government so that it can sit 
outside the agencies and comment on practices and projects and reflect on the work that agencies do and on the 
needs of the community.  The commission needs to be autonomous and free from government direction and 
control.  The committee suggested that the commissioner be appointed by the Governor on recommendation of 
the Premier, and after consultation with the leader of each political party having at least five members in each 
house.  That is the point I raise today because, during the election campaign, the Western Australian Council of 
Social Service set up a number of open community forums.  One of the issues raised at each of those forums was 
the appointment of a children’s commissioner.  I represented the opposition at a number of the forums.  Hon 
Simon O’Brien went to Geraldton in his capacity as opposition spokesperson for disability services.  I also 
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attended the Bunbury forum.  Minister McHale was at one of the forums when the issue of a children’s 
commissioner was raised, and she was asked by one of the participants whether such a commissioner would be 
independent.  She said there would be a certain degree of independence but the office would be ultimately 
responsible to the Department for Community Development.  Hon Giz Watson was also present at that forum.  
She looked at me in a startled fashion.  She was also a member of the select committee that recommended an 
independent commissioner.  She was stunned that the minister was not sure what her government was planning 
and that the minister was happy to endorse the idea that the children’s commissioner would be answerable to the 
Department for Community Development.  That goes right against the concept of a children’s commissioner 
anywhere in the world.  The United Nations has recommended that children’s commissioners for any state or 
nation should be independent; the office should sit outside government agencies as a voice for children and 
young people.  It should enable young people to go somewhere where they are free; it should encourage them to 
take a place in their democracy and speak.  In fact, I visited the children’s commissioner’s office in Northern 
Ireland.  In June last year it was in its infancy.  Northern Ireland is an interesting model because it has a similar 
number of children and young people to Western Australia, which is approximately 500 000 children aged from 
zero to 18 years.  The commission in Ireland is planning to consult 20 000 young people and children in its first 
year of operation, and has said that that figure will increase.  Part of the role of a commissioner for children is to 
talk to young people and to give young people and children an opportunity to have their voices heard.  I do not 
particularly like this term, but it is also to act as a watchdog organisation.  A major role is to make sure that 
governments are accountable for the children and young people who live in their state.  Therefore, this position 
must be created through a special act of Parliament.  The commissioner must be independent.  The Liberal Party 
has suggested that the cost of the commission would be about $5 million a year, which would reflect a cost of 
approximately $9 per child per annum.  It is not a lot to ask that $9 be spent on each child in this state to provide 
a true advocate for children.   

Some other functions and duties of the commissioner were outlined in the second reading speech of the 
Commission for Children and Young People Bill 2004.  It stated that the commissioner will not only provide a 
voice for children and young people by consulting them and getting them involved, but also prepare impact 
statements on all legislation introduced to the Parliament, conduct and fund research, and monitor existing 
legislation to assess its impact on children and young people, with any comments made to be included in reports 
to the Parliament.  Employment screening will also be undertaken.  That is one thing that the government has 
picked up on my urging.   

Again, it was an initiative of the Queensland government to provide a child card for every worker and volunteer 
in Queensland.  There is one issue I want to raise in the short time that I have available; that is, every volunteer 
in Queensland is given a working with children card or a child card free.  It is like a licence.  I have held up an 
example of it in the chamber before.  The minister last year obtained costings for this card.  It was estimated that 
the cost of the card for people who work with children would be $50.  The government would charge every 
volunteer $10 for a card.  That will place an impost on volunteers who work with sporting groups and children’s 
groups.  It will be an impost on parents who give their time to work in canteens or whatever at schools.  I urge 
the government to seriously consider giving volunteers a free child card to enable the checks to be done and to 
make sure that volunteers are screened to ensure the safety of our children.  It is estimated that it would cost 
$1.5 million to provide the card free to volunteers in Western Australia; however, that is always a difficult figure 
to ascertain.   

I will soon move from issues relating to children.  However, I have not completed my remarks.  Last week the 
Telethon Institute for Child Health Research launched the Western Australian Aboriginal child health survey, 
which measured the social and emotional wellbeing of Aboriginal children in Western Australia.  It is an 
extensive report.  I have with me only the summary of it.  The report is the size of a telephone book.  I hope it 
does not sit on shelves and gather dust.  It needs to be looked at.   

In the arts portfolio, I commend the government for its initiative to build a new theatre to replace the Playhouse 
Theatre.  That is a good initiative.  It has been a long time coming.  The arts community has been waiting for 
this.  We have a difference of opinion about the position of it, but that is fine.  What does leave a lot to be 
desired is the government’s agenda for the arts portfolio, because there is a severe lack of performing arts space 
in Perth.  The Playhouse Theatre will close in 2007, the Burswood Dome is about to close and the Entertainment 
Centre has closed.  Another sum of money has been offered for a stadium or large theatre space.  A place is yet 
to be decided.  I hope that the government will see fit in this term of office to provide for Perth a large 
performing arts stadium, so that people can enjoy big overseas or interstate shows that cannot be put on at 
current venues.   

The other obvious thing that needs to be done involves a building in the Perth Cultural Centre precinct; that is, 
the Western Australian Museum.  That building has been abandoned because of asbestos.  The concern is that 
the exhibits that are being stored in Welshpool are being mothballed and are unavailable to the public.  When 
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will the government put some of the extra money that it is receiving into providing infrastructure for the arts and 
a new museum?  The Museum not only provides an interface for the public but also is a great support to the 
resource sector in Western Australia.  It does a lot of research that is funded by the private sector.  Another 
building in the Cultural Centre precinct is the State Library of Western Australia.  During the election campaign 
the government promised to spend $43 million over the next four years on public library stock.  That is well 
done.  The coalition also made a promise to spend money on public library stock, at a higher figure than the 
government’s.  I hope the government will not renege on that promise, because libraries are probably the most 
used resource in any community.  Libraries not only promote literacy, but also are wonderful for the very young 
and the very old.  Some wonderful things are happening in Western Australian libraries.  I hope that promise will 
not be broken.  The other issue in the arts portfolio is the provision of a home for the West Australian Symphony 
Orchestra.  It needs a practice area.  The ABC’s shift from its old home brought about the lack of a practice area 
for WASO.  WASO is currently paying a six-figure sum to rehearse in the Perth Concert Hall.  That is a 
desperate need.  We also need to set up a city-based indigenous performing arts space to capitalise on tourism 
interest in Aboriginal culture and to offer long-term employment to Aboriginal artists.   

Other issues that I want to raise are important to my electorate.  I refer first to the desalination plant proposed for 
Cockburn Sound.  A lot of nonsense has been spoken about the desalination project.  The information that I have 
received is that it will not fill Cockburn Sound with salt.  Cockburn Sound is not a lake; it is attached to the 
Indian Ocean.  The currents that move through the sound cause it to be fully flushed once a week.  However, one 
concern raised by my constituents is that the cleaning agent that will be used on the membranes is a biocide, 
which could have an impact on the biology of the sound.  I would like some strong assurances from the minister 
that that will not happen.  I have been waiting for a briefing from the minister.  The first was cancelled.  I have 
made another request.  I am interested in that.  A further concern I have with this project is that we are going 
about it too soon.  Fifteen years ago the process of desalinating seawater cost about $3 a kilolitre.  It now costs 
about $1.   

[Leave granted for the member’s time to be extended.] 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  The government has informed us that running costs have dropped a further 20 per 
cent during the time the project has been examined.  There is no doubt that as the technology continues to 
improve, the costs and environmental impacts will continue to decline.  I am most conscious, as a member for 
the South Metropolitan Region, that we have been assured that the impact on Cockburn Sound will not be 
negative.  Therefore, I believe that for the next 10 years we should exploit the huge offshore resources of the 
Yarragadee and Leederville aquifers.  I suggest that by the end of that time the desalination of sea water will cost 
between 30c and 50c a kilolitre, making it comparable with the cost of a number of the current sources, and it 
will be safer for the biology of the sound. 

Hon Kim Chance:  Sorry; you referred to the Yarragadee. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  Yes.   

Hon Kim Chance:  Did you say offshore? 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  Yes, there are offshore reserves in that.  I should point out that the onshore portion 
of the Yarragadee and Leederville aquifers underlying the metropolitan area would be sufficient to service our 
needs for 500 years if it stopped raining tomorrow.  The estimated offshore reserves are even larger.  It is also 
important to note that these aquifers currently supply water at a cost of approximately 10c a kilolitre. 

Hon Kim Chance:  Presumably without impacting on the south west’s availability. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  Yes.  There needs to be a lot more research.  I am responding to concerns of my 
electors.  I have looked into the matter. 

Hon Kim Chance:  It is an interesting point. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  Yes.  Some have suggested that there would be environmental risks associated with 
accessing these aquifers beyond their annual recharge.  That risk is associated only with continued long-term 
overdrawing.  By accessing the offshore reserves, which, by the way, can be done from onshore, for one or two 
decades at most, the risks become almost non-existent.  It is the same as having a period of low rainfall.  The 
time taken for the water in these aquifers to move from its primary entry point at the Gnangara mound to the 
coast is approximately 100 000 years, so there is little danger of the current period of low rainfall overlapping 
the next 10 years of higher than average withdrawal.   

My concern about going into desalination too quickly is not only the environmental impacts but also the cost 
impact on the public.  Water charges will never decrease, despite the fact that the sourcing of water will become 
cheaper.  All that will happen is that the government will take a larger dividend from the Water Corporation.  
Before this government came to power, we had an enviable lifestyle in Perth, with beautiful gardens, lovely 
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green lawns, swimming pools and ponds.  There was enough water for all.  Despite what some would have us 
believe, that lifestyle is environmentally sustainable, and all the people of Perth deserve to have it at a price they 
can afford. 

Hon Kim Chance:  You forgot to also mention that the sky was bluer and the green lights stayed green for 
longer. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  And the curtains did not fade. 

I will touch quickly on another electorate issue; that is, the Rockingham railway.  The government has made a 
big issue of the southern suburbs railway.  I will make a few comments on this, in particular about how it affects 
Rockingham.  When the Mandurah to Perth railway issue arose, the Court government decided to take the 
railway to Rockingham.  It seems to have been forgotten that Rockingham is the biggest city in Western 
Australia outside of Perth.  I must have said that a number of times in this chamber.  Between Perth and 
Adelaide, there is no bigger city than Rockingham.  However, what has happened to Rockingham?  It has been 
bypassed.  Let us not forget that it was the Liberals who started this railway.  We are totally committed to a 
railway to Rockingham and Mandurah.  Labor wrecked it by re-routing it through South Perth, causing the 
railway to go almost a billion dollars over budget.  I represent South Perth, and not many people have told me 
that they want to catch a train into Perth. 

In 1897, the Rockingham Road Board had its first meeting.  The first item on the agenda was the extension of the 
railway to Rockingham.  It was not until 100 years later, in 1997, when Richard Court was the Premier of this 
state, that a Liberal government did what preceding governments would not do and failed to do, and that was to 
give cabinet endorsement to a definite plan for the extension of the railway into Rockingham.  There was an 
attempt by the project management people during the master planning process to bypass the Rockingham city 
centre and to use shuttle buses to transport people there from a station in the outer suburbs.  However, after 
extensive consultation with the Rockingham community, this idea was totally rejected by the Liberal 
government, which in 2000 guaranteed $107 million to take the train into the Rockingham city centre, as 
originally planned. 

With construction of the railway about to commence, there was an election.  Labor was elected, and once again it 
ripped off the people of Rockingham, giving them a bypass route and a system of second-hand shuttle buses.  
The $107 million guaranteed to Rockingham by the Liberals was taken by Labor and used to fund the route 
through South Perth instead.  Not only did this have the obvious direct impact on Rockingham by scrapping the 
Kenwick route, but also it has denied Rockingham considerable patronage from eastern suburbs dwellers who 
seek Rockingham’s family-friendly beaches and tourist-friendly shopping hours.   

The consultation with the Rockingham community by the former Liberal government -  

Hon Murray Criddle:  Coalition government. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  I beg Hon Murray Criddle’s pardon; it was a coalition government.  The 
consultation in 1999 was quite amazing. 

Hon Murray Criddle interjected. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  Indeed, it was; it was Hon Eric Charlton.  He asked me to chair the consultation.  He 
was followed as transport minister by Hon Murray Criddle.  They were both National Party ministers who were 
totally committed to a railway line to Rockingham.  The coalition’s consultation in 1999 was quite amazing, for 
two reasons: first, the huge number of written submissions - almost 9 000; and, secondly, the very high level of 
community agreement.  Ninety-seven per cent of written submissions and 83 per cent of people surveyed by 
telephone supported the route through the Rockingham city centre. 

Labor has three sitting members in the Rockingham area.  I do not need to remind the chamber who they are, but 
for the record I will: Hon Mark McGowan, Hon Kim Beazley and Mr Norm Marlborough.  However, despite 
that, Rockingham has been allowed to be ripped off yet again by Labor.  Either these three people are the most 
ineffectual members of Parliament in history or Labor does not care, and has never cared, about what 
Rockingham needs.  In this case, I think it is the latter, although I would not like that conclusion to suggest that 
the former is not, in general, also correct.  These men have ignored the incredible display of community 
solidarity on this issue.  All three of them do not deserve to be in the positions they occupy now. 

Only in the past week the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, Hon Alannah MacTiernan, has confirmed 
that the government might think about a light rail for Perth, and perhaps for Rockingham.  I can tell the house 
that the people of Rockingham were promised $47 million or $48 million to connect the railway with a light rail 
- as we know, that is an old-fashioned tram - but that money has not been made available to the City of 
Rockingham, even though it has lobbied the government.  Instead, a bus connection is being proposed.  Again, 
the people of Rockingham have been sorely let down by their Labor members.  
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I will finish on one final matter.  I want to speak a little about something in Fremantle that I believe is rather 
special, and I want to commend the government for it; that is, the migrant wall.  During the term of the Court 
coalition government, the Western Australian Maritime Museum was built on the port area at Fremantle.  It is a 
magnificent entry statement for Fremantle.  It is a wonderful recognition of our maritime industry and our 
maritime history.  This year the migrant wall was unveiled, which recognises, acknowledges and names all those 
people who came by ship to Fremantle.  It is a wonderful tribute to those people who immigrated to Western 
Australia.  It gives a great sense of history and place to the families who are connected to those early settlers.  
My English father came to Fremantle on a ship.  Sadly, when we had to make the application we were not able to 
determine the name of the ship, but we will do that, and we will make sure that his name goes onto that wall.  I 
commend the government for that wonderful initiative. 

An issue that is of interest and concern to many people is the future of the Fremantle port.  The port is being very 
well managed by Kerry Sanderson, who has held the position of chief executive officer of Fremantle Ports for 12 
years.  She is doing a wonderful job.  The port has increased in size and has moved to containerisation.  The 
movement of containers into and out of Fremantle and the proposed eastern bypass were big issues during the 
election campaign.  Sadly, it looks as though those issues still have not been resolved.  The Fremantle Ports’ 
outer harbour project needs to be watched closely by this Parliament.  Three or four proposals have been put 
forward for that project.  It is very important that in the planning for the new outer harbour, which will be needed 
after 2017 when the Fremantle port reaches its capacity, due consideration is given to the issue of how that 
project may impact on the proposed development of Cockburn Sound, and also, of course, to how the proposed 
development of Cockburn Sound may impact on the Swan River.   

I thank members for their consideration and for granting me an extension of time.  I would have liked to raise a 
number of other issues, but I will save those for another time.  I commend the Governor on his speech.  I 
commend the new government and wish it well.  I hope that as a good opposition we will ensure that some of the 
initiatives that we took to the people at the election are taken up by the government as positive initiatives for all 
Western Australians.   

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Bruce Donaldson. 
 


