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Division 67:  Community Development, $177 568 000 - 
Mr McRae, Chairman. 

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

Ms C.J. Brazier, Acting Director General. 

Mr P.M. de Mamiel, Director, Financial Services. 

Ms P.M. Bagdonavicius Executive Director, Strategy and Funding. 

Mr L. McCulloch, Executive Director, Metropolitan Service Directorate. 

Ms N.A. Taylor, Acting Executive Director, Office for Women’s Policy. 

Ms J.A. Hogben, Executive Director, Seniors Interest. 

Mr J. V. Eftos, Executive Director, Youth Affairs. 

Ms McHALE:  We have three hours before us.  Is my understanding correct that we will spend two hours on this 
division and one hour on culture and the arts, or do members have a different view?  

The CHAIRMAN:  This evening between 7.00 and 10.00 pm has been allocated to divisions 67 and 69.  It is 
open to the committee to decide how it allocates its time. 

Ms McHALE:  I understand that. 

The CHAIRMAN:  It really is a matter for all members of the committee to resolve. 

Mr JOHNSON:  Mr Chairman, a lot will depend on how we progress through division 67.  From the 
Opposition’s point of view, I have allocated an hour for culture and the arts.  Obviously, our shadow Minister for 
Culture and the Arts would like - 

Several members interjected. 

Mr JOHNSON:  Mr Chairman, the member for Perth has started already.  Why do you not call him to order?  
The member cannot resist interjecting whenever I say anything.  I have that effect on him and on one or two 
other people, like the member for Kimberley next to him.  The Opposition is looking at the possibility of setting 
aside an hour for culture and the arts.  We do not intend to get onto that division before that time.  Depending on 
how questions go, we may go over that period.  Certainly, we would like to spend some time on culture and the 
arts, as it is a very important area, as are seniors and women’s interests, as opposed to community development 
on its own.   

Ms McHALE:  I understand that. 

The CHAIRMAN:  With respect, it is a matter for the committee to determine.  I will hear comments from other 
members of the committee. 

Mr HYDE:  I appreciate the view being put by the member for Hillarys.  My view is that we should spend an 
hour and a half at least on the arts.  If the Opposition is indicating that it will guarantee us at least an hour on the 
arts, I am happy to go along with that.  I can only speak for myself.  There are three people from my side who 
will vote, and I do not know the position of my fellow members.   

Mr JOHNSON:  If you do not ask any dorothy dixers we will get on to that, and you can certainly have an hour 
or even an hour and a half. 

Mrs MARTIN:  That is very low.  We also have questions that we want answered.   

Mr JOHNSON:  For goodness sake!  We are supposed to keep the Government accountable, not you!  You are 
part of the Government.  We know you will ask your dorothy dixers, and that is fine - ask them!  However, if 
you want to spend more than an hour on culture and the arts, do not ask too many.  We have a lot of serious 
questions that we want to ask. 

Mrs MARTIN:  So have we. 

The CHAIRMAN:  It is important that I get a sense of what the whole committee wants to do.   

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  I want to seek the call to ask a question.   

The CHAIRMAN:  I have not got to that yet.  I am trying to answer the minister’s question.   

Mr JOHNSON:  I have already indicated I want the call. 
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The CHAIRMAN:  Can I take it, as a general rule, that members will ask the Chair to put the question for 
division 67 in no later than two hours?  Is that what members are asking me to do?  

Mr JOHNSON:  Ideally, that is where the Opposition would like to go.  I am the lead speaker from the 
Opposition on this portfolio.  Ideally, we would look to put the question on this division at about nine o’clock.   

Mr HYDE:  Before or after afternoon tea?  The member for Hillarys spent 15 minutes discussing when we would 
have afternoon tea and now we have spent eight minutes on this.   

The CHAIRMAN:  I am satisfied that we cannot get a firm resolution.   

Mr JOHNSON:  The member for Perth is just wasting the time of this committee.  He is a government member 
and he should remember that. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Member for Hillarys, you are not helping.  

Mr JOHNSON:  I get cross with him sometimes, Mr Chairman.  He says such silly things sometimes.  He is a 
government member, for goodness sake!  We want to hold the Government accountable and delve into the 
finances of the budget.  

Mr WALDRON:  Mr Chairman, at around nine o’clock let us reassess the situation.  Let us get on with it, 
otherwise it will be half past seven.   

The CHAIRMAN:  As you are talking, member for Wagin, you can have the first call. 

Mr WALDRON:  On page 1126, the sixth dot point - 

Mr JOHNSON:  When did you give the member the call, because I asked for the call the minute I started talking.  
You are going to ignore me just as you have done in every other committee.  I draw the short straw every time I 
get on a committee with you as Chairman.  You are not carrying out the duties properly.  I am the lead speaker 
for the Opposition on this committee, and you did not give me the first call when I requested that of you.  I want 
that recorded in Hansard.  That is fine.  You are chairing this committee and it is recorded in Hansard and it can 
be brought up later in the third reading debate; I can assure you of that.  It may well end up in a motion against 
you in the House at some stage.  You go ahead!  If you do not want the Government to be accountable to answer 
serious questions from the Opposition, fine; you have your way.   

[7.10 pm] 

Mr WALDRON:  Mr Chairman, I am happy for you to change that order of call.   

The CHAIRMAN:  I was trying to get the business of the committee started.  

Mr WALDRON:  I am happy to give my call to the member for Hillarys and to ask my question later, as long as 
I get the call. 

The CHAIRMAN:  The member for Mandurah. 

Mr JOHNSON:  I am the lead opposition speaker but I am sixth on the list.  This committee is an absolute sham!  

Mr TEMPLEMAN:  Do I have the call? 

The CHAIRMAN:  Yes. 

Mr WALDRON:  Point of order.  I was trying to be fair.  I had the call but because of what happened before, I 
thought the Chairman would like to give the call to the member for Hillarys; if not, I will go ahead with my 
question.  

The CHAIRMAN:  I was just trying to stop the cross-committee bickering that was going on.  The member for 
Wagin was the only member who had not participated in that bickering.  I gave the member the call to ask a 
question so that the process of the investigation of the Government’s appropriation Bill would commence.  
Generally, as a rule I will give the call to one side and then the other.  I am happy for the member for Wagin to 
have the call if he wants it. 

Mr WALDRON:  I refer to page 1126 of the Budget Statements.  The sixth dot point refers to the Department for 
Community Development having contact with people with multiple, interrelated and complex problems 
regarding alcohol and drug abuse, homelessness, poverty etc.  They are significant issues.  What initiatives has 
the Government proposed to deal with these problems? 

Ms McHALE:  It is a very good question to start with.  The Government has implemented a range of strategies 
and will continue to implement others.  That point sets in context much of the work of the department, 
particularly in the areas of child protection and child abuse.  However, it does not set out the exclusive range of 
issues that the department faces.  For the information of all members, last July the department was restructured 
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into the Department for Community Development.  That is why representatives are here from the various offices.  
They are all part of the broad area of the Department for Community Development.  Many of those social issues 
listed in that dot point were managed by the former Family and Children’s Services Department and are the 
bread and butter issues of the new department.  

Mr WALDRON:  The budget states that the department will strengthen its strategic partnerships with 
communities.  I am keen for the minister to touch on that issue as well.  

Ms McHALE:  Essentially, that goes to the heart of why the Government restructured the department.  We have 
deliberately focussed on community development.  That is a conscious strategy to work with local communities, 
non-government service providers, community groups, local governments and neighbourhoods.  It is about the 
department engaging more with community organisations and using the strengths within our communities.  It is a 
paradigm shift so that the department works at the community level with the community.  Our policy is about 
engaging and examining how the department relates to the non-government sector.  We have deliberately 
changed our style and approach from that of the previous Government.  The department will work more 
collaboratively with non-government organisations, including the Western Australian Council of Social Service, 
to renegotiate the contracts that exist between NGOs and the department.  Generally, it will build relationships 
and engage with those organisations so that we share information and partner with other organisations.  

Mr WALDRON:  Do those initiatives extend to regional towns, or must regional people do that themselves?  
Will the department provide them with some direction?  

Ms McHALE:  It is a statewide process.  The department will engage with the community and other 
organisations throughout the State.  To a large extent, it is a philosophical statement, but that will inform and 
underpin the way services will be delivered.  

Mr TEMPLEMAN:  I refer to pages 1127 and 1123 of the Budget Statements and the establishment of the 
children’s and young people’s policy.  How will the focus on youth in particular be maintained and what are the 
advantages of combining these age groups?  

Ms McHALE:  We have two separate policy offices: the family and children’s policy office and the Office of 
Youth Affairs.  Both of those policy offices deal with overlapping age groups, particularly people aged between 
12 to 18.  The current family and children’s policy deals with children up to 18 years old and the Office of Youth 
Affairs deals with 12 to 25-year-olds.  Therefore, when we considered how we could restructure the 
organisations and amalgamate the various agencies, we looked at those two organisations and decided that 
although they had independent client groups, they also had overlapping client groups.  We decided that it would 
be far better to combine those offices and completely focus on children and young people.  That is one of the 
motivating reasons for combining the two agencies.  We are trying to maximise the use of the available 
resources.  The two organisations had common interests.  Some of their programs were similar but operated 
independently; therefore, we decided to bring them together while ensuring that rather than the voices of young 
people being diminished, they were being strengthened.   

The new office aims to engage with young people.  That goes back to the member for Wagin’s question.  This is 
an example of how we are implementing the philosophy.  We will engage young people to tell us how best this 
office can meet their needs.  Last Thursday at Pinjarra the Youth Affairs Council of Western Australia held a 
forum about the new office, which went very well.  A lot of suggestions were made and the kids got excited 
about the unit.  The office has in-principle support from YACWA.  Some months ago when I spoke to some 
representatives from YACWA about the prospect of the office, they told me that they were very supportive of it.  

The CHAIRMAN:  The member for Hillarys. 

Mr JOHNSON:  I am so obliged to the Chairman for his acknowledgment that I want to ask a question.  I just 
want to express those terms of endearment to you.  I really appreciate the opportunity.   

I refer to the grand total for the community development budget on page 1125 of the Budget Statements.  Does 
the minister accept that if three per cent inflation is taken into account, the budget for the Department for 
Community Development has received a 1.8 per cent cut in funding?  Where are those cuts throughout the 
portfolio?  

Ms McHALE:  I do not accept that.  What figure did the member give?  

[7.20 pm] 

Mr JOHNSON:  There is an increase in dollar terms if an inflation rate of three per cent is taken into account on 
the 2001-02 estimated actual figure and the 2002-03 budget estimate. 

Mr HYDE:  Where are those figures in the budget? 
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Mr JOHNSON:  Why does the member for Perth not be quiet?  He will get a chance to ask his question. 

Mr HYDE:  I am trying to help the member for Hillarys. 

Mr JOHNSON:  I do not need the help of the member for Perth.  He would never help me in a million years.  In 
very simple terms, there are two budget figures: the actual figures for 2001-02 and the budget estimates for 
2002-03.  Those figures indicate an increase in dollar terms.  However, taking into account three per cent 
inflation, that represents a 1.8 per cent cut in real terms. 

Mr HYDE:  What column contains real terms?  There is no column of real terms. 

Mr JOHNSON:  The member for Perth can ask his dorothy dixers that make the minister and the Government 
look good.  I am asking genuine questions that need an answer. 

Ms McHALE:  I can tell the member that the budget for the Department for Community Development has 
increased by $6.1 million in real terms to $176.8 million. 

Mr JOHNSON:  $177 million actually. 

Ms McHALE:  That is a 3.6 per cent increase. 

Mr JOHNSON:  I am talking about the grand total, minister, not the upper figure. 

Ms McHALE:  If the member wants to hear the answer, I would ask him to listen.  In real terms it is a 1.3 per 
cent increase. 

Mr JOHNSON:  I am talking about the capital contribution also.  I asked the minister about the grand total, 
which is $175.576 million as opposed to $177.568 million which, in dollar terms, is about $2 million.  Taking 
into account inflation of three per cent, it is a cut of about 1.8 per cent in real terms. 

Mr de MAMIEL:  The real figure for services that produce outputs compared with the services we deliver is the 
total appropriation to purchase outputs, which is the figure of $170 million compared with $176 million.  The 
actual increase is 3.6 per cent but a 1.3 per cent increase in real terms.  The funding that is provided as a capital 
contribution and the arrangements for capital have changed in the past two years as a result of accrual 
appropriations.  Some of that funding now comes through a holding account, which is referred to on page 5 of 
the budget guide.  We must apply for funds that are provided through that holding account.  The actual figure to 
be provided through that holding account is about $2.1 million.  It is not simply a matter of looking at the 
numbers these days on that first page. 

Mr JOHNSON:  I am sorry, but going on what the minister’s adviser said, the amount that the department has, 
which I presume is in this holding account, is $736 000; whereas it was $4.8 million last year.  Is that what the 
minister’s adviser said was the capital contribution? 

Mr de MAMIEL:  No. 

Ms McHALE:  No, he is not saying that.  I will ask Mr de Mamiel to repeat it.  However, the point that he is 
making is that to make a real comparison of the services we can deliver for the money we have been given, in all 
honesty we must talk about total appropriations provided to purchase outputs, because that is what we are on 
about - purchasing outputs.  The member might want to make a political point by using figures. 

Mr JOHNSON:  No, I am talking about the grand total, minister.  It is in the minister’s portfolio. 

Ms McHALE:  I am saying to the member that the total increase that we have to purchase outputs gives us a 1.3 
per cent increase in real terms.  I am happy for Mr de Mamiel to explain again the financial language behind 
capital contribution. 

Mr JOHNSON:  To save time, I am more than happy to have that explanation by way of supplementary 
information. 

Ms McHALE:  No, I will give it to the member now because I have the information.   

Mr HYDE:  The member for Hillarys asked the question. 

Mr JOHNSON:  Why does the member for Perth not be quiet, for goodness sake? 

Ms McHALE:  Supplementary information is provided for questions to which I do not have an immediate 
answer. 

Mr JOHNSON:  I was trying to save a bit of time, but if the minister wants to explain it in detail now, that is 
fine. 
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The CHAIRMAN:  I would appreciate it if the member for Hillarys has a conversation with the member for 
Perth in an orderly way so that this committee can get through its business.  I ask the member for Hillarys to 
confirm that he is able to carry on, rather than have a general cross-flow chit chat, so that members have the 
opportunity to ask questions. 

Mr JOHNSON:  Yes. 

Ms McHALE:  I am happy for an answer to be given on the financial understanding of capital contribution and 
for Mr de Mamiel to give that answer. 

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  Can I interject, with respect to the Chair, to say that the holding account referred to is 
on page 1151.  For my clarification, has the department applied to obtain $2.686 million? 

Mr de MAMIEL:  Yes. 

Mr HYDE:  That is four questions. 

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  I was just trying to give some clarification. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I will not allow that question at the moment.  We are dealing with the appropriation and 
forward estimates and the lump sum provided for the purchase of outputs on page 1125.  I am sure that members 
will want to ask detailed questions about the cash flow and financial position tables on pages 1150 and 1151.  
However, at this stage I would rather stick to the question asked. 

Ms McHALE:  We will explain the capital contribution - that is the question I was asked, Mr Deputy Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Just for everybody’s clarification, I am an Acting Speaker but I am the Chairman of this 
committee. 

Ms McHALE:  Yes, you are correct, Mr Chairman; that was my mistake. 

Mr de MAMIEL:  Page 1148 indicates the contribution from the holding account as $2.138 million.  As I said, 
we must apply during the financial year to receive those funds.  There would be a variation in the total funding if 
we were to compare the total figures with the capital.  However, as I said, this is about what we produce.  The 
capital contribution is basically for the upgrade of systems and equipment and those sorts of things. 

Mr JOHNSON:  Is that the $736 000 figure? 

Mr de MAMIEL:  The $736 000 figure is the capital injection over and above the money we have in the holding 
account. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Could the member for Hillarys direct his questions to the minister, please? 

Mr JOHNSON:  Yes, I ask that question of the minister. 

Ms McHALE:  Yes. 

Mr JOHNSON:  Therefore, the other amount cannot be guaranteed at all; it is just somewhere in a holding 
account and it may or may not come the minister’s way.  She must apply for it and she may not get permission to 
have it. 

Ms McHALE:  It is there in the holding account and we apply for it. 

Mr JOHNSON:  She may not get permission to have it.  She must apply for it.  She has answered my question. 

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  My question relates to community development projects for seniors on page 1129 
under output performance measures.  I received a letter from a constituent about funding for Helping Hands, 
which is a program administered through Anglicare and funded by the department.  Helping Hands has been 
advised that its funding will not be renewed past 30 June 2002. 

Ms McHALE:  That is right. 

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  The constituent is a volunteer in the program and speaks very highly of it.  She tells 
me that the program is very well run by volunteers but the funding will be cut.  Can the minister give some 
clarification for the reason behind that cut? 

Ms McHALE:  If it is the program I am thinking of that was run by Anglicare, I will ask Ms Hogben to comment 
on it.  When the program was set up it was made clear specifically that the funding was for two years and would 
not be ongoing.  The member may well say that that is a cut, but I would not.  I would say that it is a service.  
When the program was first entered into, it was made very clear that the funding would not continue after two 
years.  I do not accept that the funding has been cut.  The funding has come to an end, but it was made very clear 
that Anglicare would need to seek alternative funding when that funding expired. 
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[7.30 pm] 

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  Where would that organisation be able to seek alternative funding?  Obviously not 
through the minister’s agency.  

Ms McHALE:  No, not through the Office of Seniors Interests, but I will ask Ms Hogben to clarify that.   

Ms HOGBEN:  As the minister said, it was a pilot project that was established a number of years ago.  It was 
very clearly defined as a pilot program and would not require recurrent and continued funding.  That was 
specified in the agreements and all the discussions we had with Anglicare.  The intention was that it would 
become self-sufficient within the community.  The nature of pilot programs is to ensure that there is community 
involvement and that they are seeded in the community.  That is the nature of establishing programs such as this, 
so that they have an opportunity to have a life of their own.  It has been very clearly articulated over a number of 
years to Anglicare and to the participants.  

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  Have a number of other pilot programs been stopped in the same way or have new 
ones been picked up?   

Ms McHALE:  There are likely to be programs that were funded as very finite programs.  Funding cannot 
continue through agencies when the programs are not provided with recurrent funding.  It is quite often the case 
in the Office of Youth Affairs as well as in the Office of Seniors Interests that funding is available for a period.  I 
cannot give the member specific programs.  However, there was a bit of publicity about the Waroona family 
centre.  That was very clearly funded for two years.  We are looking at that centre in the context of the needs in 
that area.  I have given that as an example, because the member for Murray-Wellington has had correspondence 
with me.  Programs are funded as pilot programs.  When an organisation gets pilot funding, it hopes that it will 
continue.  However, from our perspective, it is made quite clear that that is finite money.  I can understand the 
disappointment of organisations, but it is not an accurate criticism to say that it was because of cuts; it is because 
the program was never intended to be ongoing. 

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  I am not being critical; I am just asking for information.  I would like to find out from 
the minister what pilot programs she is taking up.  She has obviously seeded them to continue down a particular 
path.  Now she feels that they are on their legs - 

Mr HYDE:  We started on Anglicare and now we are going to the world at large. 

Ms McHALE:  The Active Ageing Taskforce is an example.  Grants for the volunteer programs are very clearly 
grants.  If agencies start to think that they will get that money on a recurrent basis, we will start to have 
problems. 

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  I was more interested in pilot programs.  The minister may be able to provide the 
answer by way of supplementary information.   
Ms HOGBEN:  One of the functions of the Active Ageing Taskforce, which was called into existence at the end 
of last year to set the policy framework for the ageing of our population and the demographic change, is to look 
at what new projects and new service delivery options should be the appropriate way for the future for our 
seniors, the seniors community and emerging seniors.  That task force was charged with recommending the 
projects that should be established for the future.  There is an emerging range of projects and initiatives for the 
current needs and they will continue to meet the changing needs.  For instance, the seniors of the next couple of 
years will be very different from those of some time ago; therefore, we will need those who are more computer 
literate etc in projects.  
Mr HYDE:  I refer to page 1147.  My question relates to hostels, which is an issue very dear to my heart.  Will 
the minister advise on the progress of implementing her decision announced in July 2001 that Tudor Lodge, 
which is in my electorate of Perth, and the Bedford hostel would be relocated within their existing local 
government areas as soon as alternative sites could be found?  It is a very important issue in my electorate.  Does 
the minister have any updated information on that issue? 
Ms McHALE:  I thank the member for Perth for the question.  I also acknowledge the work he has been doing 
with the community reference group.  A number of hostels around the metropolitan area provide accommodation 
for a very small group of people.  There are about 25 to 30 places around the metropolitan area.  As the 
neighbourhoods around these hostels have developed over the years, there have been difficulties with some of 
the antisocial behaviour that has occurred in hostels.  The two hostels that the member for Perth has referred to, 
Tudor Lodge and the Bedford hostel, were subject to a study early last year.  After that, I announced that the 
services would be relocated within the existing local government boundaries as soon as alternative 
accommodation could be found.  In addition to that, I have been looking at other possible sites throughout the 
metropolitan area to take a holistic approach.  I am working very closely with the department on both hostels and 
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have had some fruitful discussions with the local councils, although those councils have not yet delivered an 
alternative site.  My responsibility is to ensure that accommodation is available for very difficult children, many 
of whom have been physically and sexually abused.  We are still working with both councils, but I am optimistic 
that we will be able to relocate the preparation for placement service, which is currently operating out of Tudor 
Lodge, to another location, probably within about six months.  At this stage, I am still negotiating with other 
players; therefore, it would be premature of me to announce that at this stage.  However, I give the member my 
assurance that we will find a solution, and he can pass that on to residents.  Tudor Lodge will be closed because 
it is now in an area that is not designed for that sort of hostel.  I am happy to give the member further briefings.  
However, he can rest assured that the service will close and will be relocated within six months.  

Mr HYDE:  Is the line item of $1.087 million at the bottom of page 1147 real money in the budget to do that?   

[7.40 pm] 

Ms McHALE:  Yes.  However, that money will also be used to refurbish Kyewong, which is in South Perth.  
That refurbishment will start in July.  The children will be relocated to the McCall Centre.  When that work is 
finished, we will look at the preparation for placement.  I want to say two things.  One is that my commitment 
and assurance are as watertight as they were.  However, I need the local authorities to work with and support me 
to find alternative venues.  I will not put these kids out on the streets, because they are the member’s streets.  
These kids deserve decent accommodation. 

Mrs MARTIN:  I refer to the third dot point of major initiatives for 2002-03 on page 1138.  This budget paper 
refers to a national action plan for indigenous women.  What is the Office for Women’s Policy doing for 
Aboriginal women in this budget?  

Ms McHALE:  Some really exciting initiatives have been taking place over the past number of months.  First of 
all, I will talk about the women’s convention that was held in March, which about 300 women attended.  There 
was a wonderful representation of indigenous women at that convention.  They wanted their own forum at that 
convention.  In my view, it was a wonderful demonstration of reconciliation that we had an indigenous women’s 
forum that involved a large group of Aboriginal women.  They reported back to the plenary session at the end of 
the two-day conference.  It was a wonderful demonstration of reconciliation to have Aboriginal women’s voices 
heard so strongly.  From that came the view that Aboriginal women wanted a forum with direct access to either 
the Premier or me.  We have been working with Aboriginal women to progress that.  The third strategy is that 
very shortly in Darwin there will be an indigenous women’s national forum.  I inform the committee that the 
member for Kimberley not only will attend but also has been invited to co-chair that national forum, which is a 
great accolade for the member for Kimberley.  It is great. 

Mr JOHNSON:  That is very good news. 

Mrs MARTIN:  It is Reconciliation Week, and generosity is a part of that, mate.  I am just reminding the 
member for Hillarys. 

Mr JOHNSON:  I am very pleased about that.  That is good news. 

Mrs MARTIN:  I apologise to the minister for interjecting. 

Ms McHALE:  The member for Kimberley will co-chair a forum of all jurisdictions in the nation.  To support 
that work, the Office for Women’s Policy has also appointed an Aboriginal consultation coordinator to make 
contact with indigenous women throughout our State so that we can encourage their full participation.  This 
Government is about participation and engagement - this comes back to the member for Wagin’s comment.  
However, to do that, the approach must be different.  Therefore, through this coordinator, we are engaging 
indigenous women in some of the most remote areas.  A lot of exciting work is being done, and I am looking 
forward to the member for Kimberley taking a strong part in that national conference.  It will be wonderful.   

Mrs MARTIN:  I thank the minister.  While we are on that topic, I commend the staff from the Department for 
Community Development for the function it held this morning, which was well attended by not only the 
departmental staff but also others.  While the staff from the department are here, I want to thank them for their 
hospitality and their show of goodwill in a very special week.  

Ms McHALE:  As a measure of that consultation, I inform the member for Kimberley that the coordinator has 
travelled over 18 000 kilometres and consulted with over 600 indigenous women.  That is great consultation.   

Mrs MARTIN:  Hear, hear! 

The CHAIRMAN:  Before I give the next call to the member for Wagin, as the Chairperson of this committee I 
take the opportunity to congratulate the member for Kimberley on her appointment, in Reconciliation Week, as 
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co-chairwoman of the national women’s conference.  That is a significant event and one worth noting.  
Congratulations! 

Mr JOHNSON:  Absolutely.  Those on this side of the House endorse that as well. 

Mrs MARTIN:  Thank you very much.  I appreciate that. 

Mr WALDRON:  The first dot point of major achievements on page 1130 refers to the family strength 
initiatives.  The second item underneath that dot point states - 

funded two not-for-profit agencies to deliver Aboriginal Family Support services at Midland and 
Albany; 

I refer next to the third dot point of major initiatives for 2002-03 on the following page, which states - 

Continue to develop and implement the Family Strength early intervention framework: 

- develop new Aboriginal Family Strength support services; 

Will new centres be opened, other than in Midland and Albany?  If that happens, what areas will they service?  I 
am referring in particular to the rural areas as well.   

Ms McHALE:  The answer is yes.  There will be new services in addition to the Albany and Midland programs.  
The Aboriginal early years support service will be expanded to three new locations; that is, the goldfields, the 
north metropolitan area and the Armadale-Gosnells-Kelmscott area.  Those areas will also have the best 
beginnings service.  Therefore, the answer is that there will be new services in the goldfields, the north 
metropolitan area and the southern corridor of the metropolitan area, where there are a lot of Aboriginal families.   

Mr WALDRON:  Are they proving to be successful centres? 

Ms McHALE:  Yes.  An evaluation of them was conducted.  They are relatively expensive but intensive 
programs that bring together the various agencies that might be involved in supporting families. 

Mr WALDRON:  In future, if they continue to be successful, does the minister anticipate these centres being 
located in some of the other major regional centres in which the Aboriginal population is quite high?  I am 
thinking of my area and the Narrogin-Katanning area. 

Ms McHALE:  If when we have rolled these out we continue to see a difference and we can evaluate that, I will 
put in a request in the next budget round for an expansion of these services.  The key to this is to ascertain what 
works and to have very good evaluation methodologies.  We can then argue that this investment is worthwhile 
and seek further funding.   

Mr TEMPLEMAN:  I refer to seniors in this budget.  The minister is well aware that my constituency has a large 
number of seniors.  In fact, it has a greater proportion of seniors than the rest of the State.  My question relates to 
page 1129.  Can the minister outline the additional concessions that the Government has introduced for seniors?  
Also, in the management of the Seniors Card, can the minister tell me whether the federal Government assists 
Western Australia in the provision of support for seniors through that card?   

Mr JOHNSON:  That is a novel turn to that question. 

Mr TEMPLEMAN:  It is a very important question to my constituents in Mandurah, and I would love to hear the 
answer.   

Ms McHALE:  I thank the member for the question.  As the member for Mandurah and, I hope, other members 
will be aware, as of July 2001 we introduced a new raft of concessions for seniors.  The take-up rate, therefore, 
of Seniors Cards has been dramatic, because the Seniors Card is the essential prerequisite to access one or more 
of those concessions.  The concessions relate to a rebate on local government and water rates for a person who 
holds a Seniors Card. 

Mr JOHNSON:  Did we not put those in place?  The minister will not claim glory for those, surely.  

[7.50 pm] 

Ms McHALE:  If the member would sit and listen he may see how these benefits have changed. 

The CHAIRMAN:  The member for Hillarys does not have the call. 

Mr JOHNSON:  I never seem to have the call, Mr Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I draw the member’s attention to the standing orders relating to Estimates Committees.  If 
the member wishes to challenge any ruling that I make or call that I give, we will take that up as a separate 
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matter.  To suggest that I do not have the right to give somebody the call or to ask somebody to cease 
interrupting misunderstands the standing orders. 

Mr JOHNSON:  When did I say that? 

The CHAIRMAN:  I did not say you did; I am just saying that to say that would be to misunderstand the 
standing orders.  I have asked the member on a number of occasions not to interrupt.  I have given the minister 
the call.  Allow her to answer the question. 

Ms McHALE:  The differences we have introduced were quite significant and the cost for the new concessions is 
in the order of $10 million for the new concessions.  This Government has introduced new concessions relating 
to seniors who have only the Seniors Card or who may have a Seniors Card and the commonwealth seniors 
health card.  If a person had only a Seniors Card, he would not be entitled to the concession for local government 
rates.  We have made those concessions much more freely available, recognising the increased pressures on self-
funded retirees and seniors who do not have the pensioner concession card or the commonwealth seniors health 
card.  For instance, we have made available partial pro rata local government rates for Seniors Card or 
commonwealth seniors health card holders and so on.  I will not go through all the concessions; suffice it to say 
that with the increases we have delivered up to $1 140 per annum worth of concessions to seniors.  In certain 
areas of the State - this is particularly important for country members - airconditioning subsidies will apply for 
specific towns, as well as changes to drivers and vehicle licence fees.  The package of concessions is significant; 
it has helped a lot of seniors and is a very worthwhile program.  The effect has been to dramatically increase the 
number of applications for Senior Cards.  As far as the Commonwealth is concerned, Western Australia has led 
the way since the early 1980s when it first introduced the Seniors Card and it has continued to lead the way in 
the availability of concessions.  Discussions have been held with the Commonwealth.  Members may recall that 
in its 2001-02 budget, the Commonwealth announced some concessions.  We have already introduced those 
concessions, so we do not at this time receive funding for those concessions.  We are participating in 
negotiations about whether we will recoup some of the costs from the Commonwealth.  We are also having 
discussions with the Commonwealth about reciprocal transport arrangements, because wherever I go nationally, 
seniors ask me why they cannot access the same sorts of concessions that happen in New South Wales and so on.  
We have been negotiating at a ministerial council level for many years, and for the first time we have got the 
States to talk in the same language about opening up reciprocal transport rights.  I am hopeful that that will 
happen, but it will still take a while before all Treasuries fall into line to support that move.  The States and the 
jurisdictions are, on the whole, very keen to support reciprocal transport concessions. 

Mr JOHNSON:  I refer the minister to the major achievements for 2001-02 on page 1143, where the first dot 
point refers to developing a plan to manage the growth in numbers of children in care and assist in managing the 
responsibility for providing quality care for children unable to live with their families.  Is the minister referring 
to children in foster care or short-term foster care?  I have been contacted by a short-term carer who has a great 
concern about her particular officer in family and children’s services.  She states that there is a lack of adequate 
support and an increase in delays in finalising paperwork for any child who stays longer than expected.  She says 
she is expected to take on the role of a parental teacher with no formal training and sees that as a case officer’s 
responsibility.  She also says there is an increase in financial responsibility because she has been told that since 
January 2002, family and children’s services no longer supply nappies or formula milk and they must be bought 
from the carer’s wages.  Have I been given the right information?  Is family and children’s services no longer 
supplying nappies and formula milk for these infants in short-term care?  If so, that is pretty deplorable. 

Ms McHALE:  I will seek advice on that, but first I will commence by putting this issue into context.  A 
significant number of children are coming into care and that number has been increasing over the past five or six 
years - probably before that - to the point at which we now have 1 764 children in care.  Not all of those children 
are wards of the State.  Most of them are in foster care, some are in group or community homes, and some - a 
very small number, 25 to 30 - are in the hostels that I spoke about in response to the member for Perth’s 
question.  By far the majority are in foster care.  Foster carers and the Foster Care Association of Western 
Australia have expressed concerns going back a number of years about the increasing pressures on foster carers, 
due in part to the increased complexity of the children’s backgrounds and the level of social issues.  For instance, 
an increasing number of children are coming into care because of domestic violence, sexual abuse or alcohol and 
drug dependency. 

Mr JOHNSON:  Of the parents? 

Ms McHALE:  Yes.  We must look at different ways of dealing with these social problems.  As a result of the 
increasing number coming into care, the associated costs are escalating, and we have received significant 
increases in our budget to deal with the increased costs for care.  The greater the number of children, the greater 
the costs for foster care subsidies and grants, and the greater the cost of medical treatment, school fees and so on.  
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The increased number of children coming into care has put pressure on staff.  The member may recall that during 
his period in government the Auditor General presented a report about issues such as the number of case 
managers, the turnover, and the perceived lack of inclusion of foster carers in the process.  They are the sorts of 
issues we are focusing on when we are developing the draft plan. 

[8.00 pm] 

Mr JOHNSON:  The argument was that since January 2002 these foster carers have had to supply nappies and 
formula milk, whereas they did not in the past.  They are now expected to take it out of their wages.  

Ms McHALE:  The member also asked about developing a plan to manage the growth in the numbers of children 
in care.  I will answer that question and then seek advice on the other.  

Mr JOHNSON:  I did not actually ask that question.  

Ms McHALE:  With respect, the member did ask that question.   

Mr JOHNSON:  I did not.  I quoted what was given in the Budget Statements as a major achievement.  I was 
questioning whether the issue that I brought up relates to the statement you made.  

The CHAIRMAN:  Can the member for Hillarys identify what point in the appropriation he is drawing to the 
minister’s attention?  

Mr JOHNSON:  I have already done that.  I quoted the page, the dot point and everything else.  

The CHAIRMAN:  Was that page 1143, the first dot point under major achievements for 2001-02?  

Mr JOHNSON:  Yes.  

The CHAIRMAN:  How does that relate to an appropriation for 2002-03?  

Mr JOHNSON:  Does the Chairman intend to start that nonsense again?  

The CHAIRMAN:  I am just asking - 

Mr JOHNSON:  Ever since the estimate committee started members have been allowed to ask question under 
major achievements, dot points and all the other stuff.  If the Chairman intends to start changing the rules, he is 
treading on very dangerous ground.  I am asking a question that relates to this budget paper.  

The CHAIRMAN:  I am trying to understand - 

Mr JOHNSON:  It may be a difficult question for the minister, and it may be an embarrassing one, but the 
Chairman should not try to come to her aid.  Let the minister answer the question.  

The CHAIRMAN:  The member for Hillarys is so antagonistic as to be unproductive.  

Mr JOHNSON:  The Chairman is being antagonistic, not me.  I am asking a genuine question, which has always 
been allowed.   

The CHAIRMAN:  I am not suggesting that the question of the member for Hillarys is not allowed, I am trying 
to understand - 

Mr JOHNSON:  Are you trying to give the minister time to think about an answer?  She is doing quite well.  She 
is answering the question.  Let her finish it.  

The CHAIRMAN:  The minister is doing just fine.  I, as Chairman, am trying to understand, as the standing 
orders require, which appropriation the member’s question is directed at.  That is a reasonable request on my 
part.   

Mr JOHNSON:  It is in the overall budget.  I will point to the first page of division 67.  The grand total, or the 
total appropriation required to purchase outputs is on page 1125.  If the Chairman wants to be clever, I will be 
clever as well.  I am asking a genuine question which should be allowed without any interference from the Chair.  
This is my tenth year in this place.  

The CHAIRMAN:  You are not getting any better at it.  You have not improved at all.  You are out of order.  

Mr JOHNSON:  You have been here for two years, and you have been going downhill ever since.  You will be 
the subject of a motion in the other House.  

The CHAIRMAN:  That is fine.  That is your choice.  The member for Carine - 

Ms McHALE:  I would actually like to answer the question, Mr Chairman.  

The CHAIRMAN:  The minister.  
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Ms McHALE:  The answer is no.  No directive has been given which stops a practice like that.  There has been 
no decision or mandate from the department to stop paying the cost of nappies or baby food.  My understanding 
is that it has continued; nothing has changed.  The department responds to specific needs of foster carers.  If the 
member for Hillarys can furnish me with advice that there has been a departmental edict that says - 

Mr JOHNSON:  I wrote to the minister.  

Ms McHALE:  You have written to me, and I have written back to you.  

Mr JOHNSON:  One of the minister’s staff may have written the letter.   

Ms McHALE:  I am happy to revisit the issue, but my advice to the member for Hillarys and to the foster carer is 
that there has been no departmental policy shift.  

The CHAIRMAN:  Is there anything that can be provided by way of supplementary information to the member 
for Hillarys?  

Mr JOHNSON:  I appreciate the Chairman’s efforts to help me on this occasion.  However, I think the minister 
has said that there is no directive, and that the milk formula and nappies has never been an issue and did not stop 
in January 2002 for one of her foster carers.  

Ms McHALE:  I have said that there has been no directive to stop any payment or request for payments for 
nappies or baby food.  It is taken on individual requests.  

Mr JOHNSON:  This person has been a foster carer since 1988, not for the past couple of months or so or the 
past six months.  I think she would know the system pretty well.  

Mrs MARTIN:  Why does the member for Hillarys not look after the interests of his constituents?  

Mr JOHNSON:  This is a Kalgoorlie lady; somebody who the member for Kimberley should be interested in.  
She is a foster carer of young children in a regional area.  The member for Kimberley is obviously not interested 
in that.  

The CHAIRMAN:  I understand the minister has answered the question.  

Ms McHALE:  I have answered the question.  I will give the member an assurance that I will revisit that case 
and if there is any further advice I can give him I am happy to do so.  There has been no policy shift at a 
departmental level.  

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  My question relates to page 1131, but it can be found anywhere in these budget 
papers where they discuss domestic violence initiatives, Aboriginal family strength and support services, or even 
the Premier’s inquiry into sexual abuse in indigenous communities.  I asked a question of the minister regarding 
funding for the Marnja Jarndu Women’s Refuge and the service agreement.  Is there any further update on that?  

Ms McHALE:  I am happy to give the member an update on that.  Since I answered her question, the department 
has had several meetings with the board of management of the Marnja Jarndu.  They have now accepted an 
independent accountant or auditor who will work with them and look at their current budget, expenses and 
outgoings, and basically make an independent assessment of whether the budget that the department is currently 
providing is sufficient to provide the services that the refuge is contracted to provide.  If that independent audit 
states that more funding is required, we will consider that.  I have also approved the retention of $13 000 from 
uncommitted funds from 1999-2000, about which I have already told the member.  In addition, through the 
homelessness task force response, we will be making available funds to regional women’s refuges for services 
for children.  I am not confusing the two issues, but there will be some additional funding for women’s refuges 
in the regions specifically to assist children.  That may well alleviate some of the difficulties, but the process that 
has been set up will require the auditors to assess the budget.  The auditor is working in cooperation with Marnja 
Jarndu, and the work is progressing well.  This will be finalised in a matter of weeks.  

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  When the minister said it was an independent audit, does that mean it is independent 
of her department.  

Ms McHALE:  It is being done by BDO, which is an independent auditor, but is the auditor the department 
usually uses.  

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  What is the cost of an audit like that?  
Ms McHALE:  I am happy to provide that as supplementary information.  
Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  Can the minister also clarify who BDO is?  
Ms McHALE:  It is a very well known accounting firm.   
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Mr JOHNSON:  What does BDO stand for?  
Mr HYDE:  It does not stand for anything.  It is just BDO.  
The CHAIRMAN:  The minister is agreeing to provide the costing of that survey. 

Ms McHALE:  I will provide the costing of the work of the accountant who will help Marnja Jarndu, and clarify 
the name of BDO.  

[Supplementary Information No B28] 

The CHAIRMAN:  I will read out the speaker’s list I have in front of me, to save any anxiety that members may 
miss out.  The member for Perth is next, followed by the members for Kimberley, Wagin, Mandurah, and then 
back to the member for Hillarys.  

Mr HYDE:  My question relates to page 1153, and the line item on Christmas/Cocos Island.  Given that my 
electorate has an island in it - Heirisson Island - and I know that the minister’s department totally funds any 
service required on the island in my electorate, does the State Government receive reimbursement from the 
federal Government for services to the Cocos and Christmas Islands, given that they are the responsibility of the 
Commonwealth?  

[8.10 pm] 

The CHAIRMAN:  I was trying to listen to the question, as was the minister.  I heard the members for 
Kimberley and Hillarys.  I would like to hear the questions. 

Ms McHALE:  The services for Cocos and Christmas Islands are provided through a formalised service delivery.  
There is a formalised service agreement between the department and the Commonwealth.  The Commonwealth 
Government provides full coverage for the agency’s costs, so there is full cost recovery.  We receive about 
$125 000 or $126 000 for that service.  The member has highlighted a problem with the budget papers in that the 
line should show an amount for the services that we have received.  I thank the member for asking the question 
because the budget papers do not reflect the projected amount of money that we get back from the 
Commonwealth.  I have never been to Christmas Island.  We provide the services on behalf of the 
Commonwealth Government for which we receive full cost recovery. 

Mrs MARTIN:  On page 1144 the second dot point of the major initiatives for 2002-03 is to establish and 
expand child sexual abuse counselling and treatment services for indigenous communities.  How does the 
department intend to do this? 

Ms McHALE:  I thank the member for Kimberley for the question and for her particular interest in this issue.  
The rate of substantiated harm for Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander children is unacceptably high.  It is 
something like seven times the rate for other children in Western Australia.  The rate for Aboriginal children in 
care, on protection orders and in out-of-home care is over six times the rate for other Australian children.  I will 
talk about the Gordon inquiry, because it has focused everybody’s attention - indigenous communities and non-
indigenous communities alike - on this issue.  The department funds child sexual abuse treatment services for 
Aboriginal children and families through Yorgum, which is an Aboriginal managed and run organisation.  The 
department also provides funding to four Aboriginal communities for family safety services in isolated areas.  
What we have provided for in the budget is, in my view, the very first step in trying to build on what we have 
and to extending the services.  Some $400 000 will be allocated in this budget and $1.6 million will be allocated 
over the next four years to expand non-government sexual abuse counselling treatment services for Aboriginal 
families in rural and remote areas.  This will allow us to make a small step forward, but it is nevertheless a 
significant step.  We will be looking at contracting for those services as quickly as we can. 

I take the opportunity to link that in with the Gordon inquiry.  We commissioned the Gordon inquiry some 
months ago.  An interim report was produced, which basically did not make recommendations but gave the 
Premier an update on progress.  We are anticipating the response and final report in about July.  We will then 
consider the recommendations very carefully and look at their resource implications.  That will be another 
opportunity for us to reflect on resources and additional services.  The $400 000 is new money. 

Mr JOHNSON:  What did you cut to put that in? 

Ms McHALE:  These are additional funds the department has from Treasury.  They will provide much needed 
services for Aboriginal families in remote and rural areas. 

Mr WALDRON:  On page 1131 the seventh dot point of major initiatives for 2002-03 refers to providing 
funding towards the Kids Help Line with priority targets of children and young people in remote and rural areas, 
particularly indigenous children and young people.  How much funding has been allocated to the Kids Help 
Line?  Will the minister explain briefly how it works? 
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Ms McHALE:  The Kids Help Line is a national program that has been operating for quite a number of years.  It 
has never received funding from this State.  It receives funding from New South Wales, South Australia and 
Queensland and is also funded through sponsorship.  It is a telephone help line providing young people with 24-
hour access to trained counsellors.  My understanding is that over a number of years the Kids Help Line 
approached the previous State Government for funding.  Both the previous Government and this Government 
have been very supportive of the Kids Help Line but were not forthcoming with funding.  This year I have been 
able to allocate $30 000 to the Kids Help Line.  The intention is to enter into a service agreement for three years, 
which will be very closely evaluated. 

The Kids Help Line is a very well recognised service.  Lots of high school kids know about it and it is very well 
promoted.  It is an anonymous service that provides telephone counselling 24 hours a day, seven days a week.  I 
am particularly keen to target that money to regional Western Australia.  Figures show that the number of calls 
from Western Australia that are unanswered is quite significant. 

Mr WALDRON:  Is that because of the volume? 

Ms McHALE:  It could be because of either the volume or resources.  I have said to the Kids Help Line that we 
will provide the funds, but it must demonstrate to me that it will increase the number of calls it answers from 
children in regional Western Australia.  The Kids Help Line has assured me it has the technology to do that.  
That will be part of the discussions that the department will be having with the Kids Help Line.  Therefore, I am 
providing $30 000 per annum for three years. 

Mr WALDRON:  The minister mentioned that the Kids Help Line is well promoted.  How is the promotion 
funded; is it by the Commonwealth? 

Ms McHALE:  I am not sure how much the Commonwealth funds it.  Optus and Kellogg (Australia) Pty Ltd 
fund it.  I think that it was started through Boys’ Town, which funds it to the tune of $2.4 million.  Queensland 
funds it with $50 000, New South Wales funds it with $213 000 and South Australia funds it with $40 000. 

Mr WALDRON:  Is the promotion done through schools and local communities? 

Ms McHALE:  I know it is promoted through schools, because my son heard about it through government 
schools.  I think that is predominantly the method by which it is promoted. 

Mr WALDRON:  It seems like a good thing. 

[8.20 pm] 

Ms McHALE:  I think it is.  I have been convinced by the discussions I have had with the organisation.  It uses 
milk cartons, television and Kelloggs’ packaging.  Kelloggs promotes the service through its packaging of Nutri-
Grain, cornflakes and so on.  

I am advised that the Commonwealth provides $650 000.  The allocation recognises that they provide a service 
to kids in our State.  However, I am not about giving them more money in an unconditional way.  They have to 
demonstrate, through the department, that they can target kids who they are not currently targeting, particularly 
Aboriginal kids.   

Mr WALDRON:  Leaving the calls unanswered exacerbates the problem.   

Ms McHALE:  That is right.  I want to see some reduction in the number of unanswered calls.  The member may 
well ask where I am getting that money from, because I have not cut the budget.  Actually, I have; I have re-
prioritised money from Family Week.  I thought that it was far more important to look at a service like the Kids 
Help Line than to provide promotional materials, so I made a decision that I could reformat Family Week, still 
enabling it to occur at a grassroots level, and redirect some of that money into direct service delivery.  In my 
view, there have been no cuts; it was a matter of using money wisely and evaluating the situation.   

Mr JOHNSON:  The minister said it was new money.   

Ms McHALE:  Mr Chairman, may I respond to the member for Hillarys?   

The CHAIRMAN:  No, I think the question has been answered quite adequately.   

Mr TEMPLEMAN:  I am continuing on the theme of seniors, and ageing in particular.  On page 1126, the first 
dot point is an acknowledgment of the ageing population and the need to promote positive ageing.  What is the 
minister doing to ensure that the State stays abreast of the international trends in policy relating to positive 
ageing and service delivery to the ageing, and how this will benefit the State in its response to the ageing of our 
population?   
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Ms McHALE:  The member for Mandurah has asked a question on a subject that all policy makers should ensure 
they are abreast of, because the ageing in our population and the demographic shifts that we are encountering are 
significant issues for policy makers and legislators.  It is a phenomenon that is happening worldwide.  It is 
remarkable how all countries whether they are developing or developed countries, with a couple of exceptions, 
are experiencing significant ageing in their populations.  In Western Australia, the Government established the 
active ageing task force, which was to review and to analyse what will be needed in a policy framework to meet 
the demands of an ageing population.  That work is ongoing.   

It is also important that we look at issues to do with health and recreation.  I know that the ministers responsible 
for those areas are also trying to work to improve the quality of life and the levels of physical activity of our 
seniors because that is critically important to managing this issue.  Positive images of seniors in a world that still 
stereotypes both young and old people is critically important, and we are continuing the work of the previous 
Government and enhancing that work to promote positive images of seniors.  We will be looking at specific 
areas in housing, and how we encourage a universal housing design to meet the changing needs of seniors and 
better ways of helping seniors to modify their homes with advice, information and trying to link them with 
people who can assist them to modify their homes.  The work that we are doing in the area of recreation and 
physical activities for seniors is critically important.  The Government made a commitment to establish the 
Geraldton seniors resource centre with an allocation of $70 000 per annum.  The purpose of this service is to 
offer support to seniors in a range of services, information, advice and access to government services.   

I would also like to mention the sixth global conference on the ageing that we are hosting in October.  It is a 
major international conference organised in concert with the Council on the Ageing, the State Government and 
also the International Federation on the Ageing.  It is hoped this major international conference will be attended 
by around 700 to 800 delegates from right across world and will be addressed by leaders who are at the cutting 
edge of work for seniors.  That will give us an opportunity to enhance our own knowledge and information, as 
well as talk about some of the initiatives that Western Australia is undertaking, because we are doing some very 
good work here.   

Mr JOHNSON:  You have cut the budget allocation.   

Mr TEMPLEMAN:  Obviously, through the Office of Seniors Interests, positive ageing aspects will be enhanced 
through some of the ongoing programs like seniors week, seniors awards and those sorts of things.  

Ms McHALE:  Yes.  The major work of the Office of Seniors Interests is to promote positive ageing.  Things 
like seniors week, the discount directory, the Seniors Card - which links into concessions that we have talked 
about - seniors awards, which are right throughout the State, and the media awards that promote positive images 
of seniors are very popular and successful events that are held throughout the year. 

Mr JOHNSON:  You have cut their budget funding.   

The CHAIRMAN:  The member for Hillarys has the opportunity to ask a question now.   

Mr JOHNSON:  The minister has cut the budget funding in this financial year.  On page 1127, and at the bottom 
of page 1126, reference is made to the positive ageing policy and government expenditure in the minister’s 
portfolio and shows a decrease in the budget allocation for this year.  The minister will spend less on the positive 
ageing policy this year than has been spent in the preceding three years.  The minister is saying she is doing all 
these wonderful things, but she has cut the funding by about $100 000.   

Ms McHALE:  We are doing wonderful things, and it is not true that we have cut the budget.  There may well be 
some reconfiguring of outputs; therefore, the member for Hillarys is not comparing like with like.  The member 
may remember that I made the comment that we have reoriented the department.  If the member had read the 
budget papers, he would have noticed that we have eight different outputs this year, so it is not necessarily 
comparing like with like.   

Mr JOHNSON:  The budget papers are put together by Treasury, not by the minister’s department.  Treasury 
tries to relate, as near as possible, previous annual expenditure on those items.  All the minister’s flowery words 
do not equate to a correct answer.  It is clear that the 2001-02 budget was $1.4 million and this year’s budget is 
$1 2 million.  That is a $200 000 decrease, or cut in funding, in the positive ageing policy area.  If the minister 
has another $200 000 or more that she will use in that area, will she tell me where it is?   

[8.30 pm] 

Ms McHALE:  I have just said to the member for Hillarys that we have eight different outputs, some of which 
impact on seniors interests, so there will be funding in the community development area that will apply to 
seniors.  I am advised that there was an adjustment from last year’s budget of about $42 000 because of 
carryover.  The member must factor that into his analysis.  The estimated actual for 2001-02 is $3.912 million 
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and the target for 2002-03 is $3.986 million.  There has not been a decrease in funding.  I ask the member for 
Hillarys to accept the figures I have just given him that show there is an increase - marginal as it is.  

Mr JOHNSON:  I question that because the minister said to me that she had reconfigured the expenditure that 
relates to positive ageing and senior citizens.  Some of that expenditure is within the community development 
budget, which has been reduced by $1 million.  I want to know where in the line figure the minister referred to 
she is putting positive ageing items.  They are not in output 3, which is where they should be, and that is where 
Treasury would have wanted them.  The minister is telling me that some of those funds are reconfigured into 
community development, which has had its budget reduced by $1 million anyway.  The minister has made a 
statement that some of that money has been reconfigured into the community development area.  I would like to 
know to where it has been reconfigured.  

Ms McHALE:  The budget for 2001-02 for the Office of Seniors Interests is $3 912 838. 

Mr JOHNSON:  Where is that on page 1127?  

Ms McHALE:  The point I am making is that there are different outputs.  If the member would listen -  

The CHAIRMAN (Mr Andrews):  Perhaps if the minister completed the answer, I could then give the member 
for Hillarys the call.  

Ms McHALE:  The budget for 2001-02 was $3 912 838 and the budget for 2002-03 is $3 986 581.  Output 1 
shows that $1.744 million has been allocated for 2001-02. 

Mr JOHNSON:  To which page is the minister referring?  

Ms McHALE:  I am explaining the differences from an internal budget statement document; it is not in the 
budget papers.  I am explaining why the budget of the Office for Seniors Interests has not been cut.  

Mr JOHNSON:  This is worth investigating.  Members of this committee are looking at budget papers in front of 
them.  Treasury provides these figures, not the minister’s department.  These figures are clear.  It is shameful for 
the minister to mess around with internal figures without telling the committee.  

Ms McHALE:  I am trying to tell the member that the budget has increased by $73 000 but he does not like that 
answer so he is prevaricating and obfuscating.  

Mr JOHNSON:  The minister is quoting figures that nobody can look at.  They are not in the budget; they are 
internal papers from the department.  Is that correct?  

Ms McHALE:  The member asked me to explain why there was an apparent decrease in funding for output 3.  I 
am explaining to the member that he must take account of the bigger budget and that there are eight outputs.  
Seniors interests come under outputs 1 and 3.  

Mr JOHNSON:  I asked the minister to provide me with information.  Where in the details of output 1 are the 
details of the issue to which I referred?  They are not in these budget papers.  The member is quoting internal 
papers; the figures are not in the budget papers.  By way of supplementary information, would the minister like 
to supply me with all the information that she has read out?   

The CHAIRMAN:  To my mind, the member’s question is clear and has been repeated three or four times.  

Ms McHALE:  Put the question again and I will answer it again.  

Mr JOHNSON:  The minister has given me three different answers because she could not quote the figures.  I am 
saying that in this budget paper there appears to be a decrease in funding for the positive ageing policy, output 3, 
and there is a decrease in funding of approximately $1 million in community development, output 1.  The 
minister is telling me that some of the items in output 3 are in output 1.  Why would they be in output 1 and not 
output 3 if we are talking about seniors?  By way of supplementary information, can the minister supply me with 
the information that the minister’s adviser has given her to read?  I would like to know where the money for 
seniors is.   

The CHAIRMAN:  The member for Hillarys has asked his question three times in more or less the same form.  
We will not come back to that question.  I will give the minister the opportunity to answer the question and to 
provide supplementary information.  

Ms McHALE:  The bottom line is that funding for seniors interests has increased.  I need the member to 
understand that some programs - for example, the Seniors Card administration - appear in output 1 rather than 
output 3.  I am happy to resolve this issue.  By way of supplementary information, I will provide a detailed 
analysis of the budget for seniors interests so that the member will be able to see for himself that there has been 
no cut in funding to seniors interests.  I cannot be clearer than that.  
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Mr JOHNSON:  If the minister provides me with that information, that is fine.  

[Supplementary information No B29]  

Mr BOARD:  The majority of my questions in this division will refer to output 2, children’s and young people’s 
policy on page 1132 of the Budget Statements.  I will focus on the creation of the office for children and young 
people’s policy.  I could ask the minister a series of questions.  However, by way of explanation, I will ask the 
minister whether she could outline the rationale for creating that office about which I have some concerns.  My 
concerns relate to what I perceive to be the lack of a dedicated office for youth affairs rather than a children’s 
and young people’s policy.  I would also like the minister to explain how the staffing of that office will be 
created.  How many of those people will be dedicated to what used to be the Office of Youth Affairs?  How 
many staff will be dedicated to ongoing programs within that office?  The minister has assured me in Parliament 
that the budget for the majority of those programs has not been cut.  

Ms McHALE:  It is unfortunate that the member has only just arrived in the Chamber because that question was 
asked earlier.  I suggest that he read Hansard.  

Mr JOHNSON:  The member asked the question in a different way.  

[8.40 pm] 

Ms McHALE:  Earlier, a member asked a question about the rationale behind the creation of the new 
department.  However, the member for Murdoch has asked some new questions.  I will deal with the questions 
that have not already been dealt with tonight and I suggest that the member read Hansard.  The member asked 
about the budget and I will go through that clearly, although I have already given answers in Parliament.  The 
budget for the Family and Children’s Services policy office was $1.038 million and the budget for the Office of 
Youth Affairs was $6.6 million totalling $7.6 million.  The budget allocation for the new Children and Young 
Persons Office is $7.2 million.  We will therefore achieve savings of $400 000 in administration and staffing by 
amalgamating the two offices, not by a reduction in program funding.  The member will see these figures in a 
couple of outputs.  We will achieve administrative savings by not filling a couple of positions that have been 
vacant for a long time, which is a responsible move.  We are not cutting programs.  There are currently 22 staff 
in the Office of Youth Affairs; the approved average staffing level was 27.  There are currently seven staff in the 
Family and Children’s Services policy office; the approved average staffing level was eight.  We will be able to 
make those administrative savings by having only one executive director instead of two and not filling a senior 
executive service position that has been vacant for some time.  A project manager and three support staff were 
employed for the centenary youth conference which, as the member knows, was last year.  It is my 
understanding that we will not have another centenary youth conference for at least 100 years; savings will be 
made there.  The purpose of amalgamating the two offices was driven by a desire to improve and increase the 
policy outputs.  We were able to save and make efficiencies by bringing the two agencies together.  As I said, 
that is a responsible way to go.  We should be commended for rationalising the use of resources without cutting 
services.  Does that answer the member’s question? 

Mr BOARD:  It answers it from the minister’s point of view.  Mr Chairman, am I able to ask supplementary 
questions to pursue the same line? 

The CHAIRMAN:  Yes. 

Mr BOARD:  How many? 

The CHAIRMAN:  That is at my discretion. 

Mr BOARD:  I understand the minister’s rationale and her point of view; I do not share it and I believe it 
strongly diminishes policy development.  Our side of politics believe that children’s policy is distinct from youth 
policy.  Is the minister able to outline, within the youth part of the now family and children’s services policy 
office, the appropriations for Cadets WA, the Youth Advisory Council and the grants program?  I am concerned 
that the major programs for funding are not listed in that sense in the budget. 

Ms McHALE:  Cadets WA is $2.5 million.   

Mr BOARD:  What was it last year? 

Ms McHALE:  $2.5 million. 

Mr BOARD:  So, there is no growth there. 

Mr HYDE:  There is no cut. 

Mr BOARD:  There is in real terms.  What is the appropriation for the Youth Advisory Council? 
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Ms McHALE:  There is $60 000 for youth coordinating networks.  Youth grants were set at $300 000 in 2001-02 
and $300 000 in 2002-03.   

Mr BOARD:  Can I ask another question? 

The CHAIRMAN:  As long as it relates to that point. 

Mr HYDE:  Before the member for Murdoch came into the Chamber, we discussed getting on to culture and the 
arts by nine o’clock.  I am more than happy to hear the member for Murdoch ask some questions on youth. 

Mr BOARD:  My roster did not indicate that.  I appreciate your indulgence, Mr Chairman, but we need to pursue 
this area and I would like to ask a couple of supplementary questions. 

There is obviously no money for growth in the Office of Youth Affairs.  Savings of $400 000 in the total budget 
are achieved by amalgamating two offices, removing an executive director and possibly one or two other 
positions.  Does the minister believe there will be better policy development and better delivery of services as a 
result of those savings?  How does she justify those savings?  I understand that there are demands on other 
portfolios because of measures - 

Ms McHALE:  Can I answer the question? 

Mr BOARD:  Yes, but the minister cannot say that she will do a better job as a result of either the money staying 
still or there being less money and fewer positions.   

Ms McHALE:  I am absolutely and positively excited by this move; so too are a number of young people who 
were involved in the conference that the member and I attended last week.  I am really happy about this move 
because it will allow synergies to take place, better use of the resources and a more comprehensive approach to 
youth issues.  That is what is significant about this move.  What this Government is doing for young people, with 
all due respect to Mr Eftos, is not confined to what comes out of the Office of Youth Affairs.  We have created a 
number of new programs for young people that will target a range of social issues.  We have provided an 
additional $1.7 million to fund services working with young people, about which the member has not asked any 
questions.  We can stand on our merits on what we are doing with young people.  The work that happens in any 
one office is not the be-all and end-all of what a Government achieves for a particular target group.  We have 
committed significant funds to areas such as public spaces.  The member might have missed the question about 
the kids helpline that we are now funding.  We are funding Create Foundation as a direct voice for children in 
care.  We have provided new accommodation services for young people; the list goes on.  I am absolutely 
excited by this move.  The member for Murdoch has a different point of view; I respect that because he may well 
be wedded to his approach to young people and how the Office of Youth Affairs operated.  This Government has 
a different approach to young people.  This Government is about examining and targeting key social issues, 
including the negative stereotypes of young people.  Very good work is being done in that regard.  However, we 
also must consider a raft of other agendas that this Government has for young people.  I will say again that I am 
absolutely excited about this amalgamation.  We will be monitoring it and when there is an overlap between two 
agencies that are supposed to be delivering to the same age cohort, we will decide whether to have them as 
independent organisations or bring them together.  I give the member the assurance that the voices of children 
and young people will be strengthened, not diminished, by this.  The feedback I have received and the 
discussions I have had support the move.  

[8.50 pm] 

Mr BOARD:  I am well aware of that.  The Office of Youth Affairs was created because, until that point, the 
majority of government programs, and the matters the minister has just mentioned, were for the 10 per cent of 
young people who had a problem and who had fallen off the perch, as it were.  However, it is also about creating 
programs and initiatives for the other 90 per cent of young people in the community.  That is what the Office of 
Youth Affairs was created for; not just for people who had difficulty in the community development area.  The 
minister is taking it back to that area, and that is a big concern of ours.  

Ms McHALE:  I will paraphrase that remark into a question:  can I give an assurance that we are not focusing 
just on social problems?  I will give the member the assurance that we are focusing on the whole gamut of issues 
to do with young people.  I talked about stereotyping and positive imaging, which the member did very well.  
Young people are telling us all the time that we should address a range of other needs.  This is a very 
comprehensive approach.  It has the in-principle support of the Youth Affairs Council of WA.  We have also 
increased the funding to YACWA, which is not before time.  That enables YACWA to be a good, strong lobby 
voice for young people. 

Mr BOARD:  However, there will never be enough money in the problem area of community development, and 
the minister knows that.  She could take the whole health budget and there would never be enough.  
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Ms McHALE:  I want to respond to that comment.  There is a view, and Ms Brazier needs to hear it, that these 
agencies will get gobbled up by the Department for Community Development and that they will become 
invisible.  The member has indicated that view.  I put it on the public record that I will watch the main structure 
of the Department for Community Development and ensure that the agencies of women, seniors and youth 
affairs do not get lost in what is perceived to be a large bureaucracy.  That is not meant to be a criticism and is in 
no way a criticism.  It is the management of several of my independent portfolios.  I am very excited about the 
development of the Department for Community Development, because it is heading in the right direction.  I am 
equally excited about the opportunities the department has for young people.  

Mr WALDRON:  I refer to the major initiatives for 2001-02 on page 1139.  Dot point four refers to the $100 000 
per annum that has been committed to the student community involvement program.  One of the major initiatives 
for 2002-03 is to continue to implement and expand that program.  Does the program extend into regional 
Western Australia?  The program sounds good, but I have not seen it.  Who administers the program? 

Ms McHALE:  It is administered through Volunteering WA.  In recent weeks, we have allocated the funding to 
Volunteering WA.  It will allow about another 300 students to take part in the program.  It is a great program 
because it engages young people in voluntary action and community work, which helps them develop their skills 
as well as do good work in the community.  Because this program operates through Volunteering WA, it has 
confined its work to the metropolitan area.  

Mr WALDRON:  It does not happen in country WA. 

Ms McHALE:  It does not happen in the country yet.  The member has asked a good question.   

Mr WALDRON:  I had not heard of it; that is why I asked the question.   

Ms McHALE:  I thought it would operate in more than metropolitan areas.  I will be very keen to work with 
Volunteering WA to see how it can extend that program into country areas.  One in four people in the 
metropolitan area do some form of community work, whereas one in three people in the country do the same.  A 
lot more voluntary work is happening in country areas.  There is no reason to assume that young high school 
students would not want to participate.  The program is targeted at high school and tertiary students.  With the 
exception of Bunbury, and shortly Albany, the institutions are in the metropolitan area.  That does skew it.  We 
need to look at how we can extend the program to support students in country areas.  

Mr WALDRON:  The minister made a point about the importance of volunteers in country WA.  It is very 
important.  Can that program be extended to the major senior high schools?  I encourage the minister to look into 
that.  

Ms McHALE:  I will get the office to keep in touch with the member about the issue.  

Mr McRAE:  I refer to the major policy decisions listed at the bottom of page 1126.  I am encouraged by the 
minister’s commitment to an empowerment model for young people.  The minister’s affirmation that the voice of 
young people will become the measure of the success of the changes that are being made is very encouraging.  
My question relates to the item on children in care in the table at the bottom of the page.  I note that the budget 
estimate for 2002-03 is $4.92 million.  Is that an increased allocation, because there are no preceding figures?  
What impact will this allocation have on the fairly contentious issue of mandatory reporting of children who are 
suspected of or who actually are being maltreated?  

Ms McHALE:  The table at the bottom of page 1126 is for additional money that will go into the programs.  In 
the budget for 2001-02, I secured an increase of $2.7 million, but that was a one-off allocation by Treasury to 
deal with children in care.  I have now secured that as recurrent funding.  In addition to that, there is $2.1 million 
of new money for 2002-03 to manage the increase in the number of children in care.  There is now $4.9 million 
in total.  That is a commitment to turn that one-off funding into recurrent funding, and new money is added on 
top of that.  That is why there is $4.9 million.  That is not the total amount of money spent on children in care; 
that is additional money in this year’s budget that is going towards the children in care program.  About 
$15 million is spent on the cost of children in care; that is, foster grants, subsidies to foster parents, clothing 
allowances, book allowances and baby food, not staffing costs.   

[9.00 pm] 

Mr JOHNSON:  It is not going to my particular foster carer.  She is still waiting for it. 

Ms McHALE:  Does that explain it? 

Mr McRAE:  Yes, it does. 
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Ms McHALE:  The member’s question about mandatory reporting is interesting.  One of the terms of reference 
of the Gordon inquiry is to consider the mandatory reporting of sexually transmitted diseases or illnesses - STIs, 
I think.  The coroner’s report referred to the fact that there was no mandatory reporting of sexually transmitted 
diseases among children.  Therefore, when the Government set up the Gordon inquiry, one of its terms of 
reference was to examine whether mandatory reporting of STDs would advance the protection of children.  Sue 
Gordon’s inquiry will therefore examine that.   

The issue of mandatory reporting of sexual abuse is another policy issue.  Western Australia is the only State that 
does not have any form of legislation mandating that reporting.  The member will recall my amendments to the 
Child Welfare Amendment Bill which were passed by the Legislative Assembly months ago but which still have 
not seen the light of day in the Legislative Council; the legislation is still in the Council.  One of those 
amendments allowed for the exchange of information between government agencies, which would assist in the 
management of child abuse.  The last time the question of mandatory reporting arose as a government issue was 
in 1986.  At that time Labor was in government, and that issue received a thorough analysis by a task force on 
child sexual abuse.  It determined that mandatory reporting was not a policy that would advance the cause of 
child protection.  Therefore, we did not implement mandatory reporting of child abuse.  The previous 
Government did not either.   

When we came into government I said that I understood the logic of not having mandatory reporting, but at least 
we should revisit the issue to ascertain whether our position was still the best position.  Therefore, I 
commissioned Maria Harries from the University of Western Australia to revisit Western Australia’s position on 
mandatory reporting of sexual abuse.  That work is being done in tandem with the Gordon inquiry.  Therefore, 
we will be ready to argue whether mandatory reporting should be introduced; and, if so, we will have the reasons 
for that.  If we determine that mandatory reporting will not advance child protection, we will have a cogent 
reason for not introducing it.   

Mr McRAE:  The inquiry that is revisiting this issue will look over the policy assessment of the 1986 inquiry 
that mandatory reporting of only sexually transmitted diseases -  

Ms McHALE:  No, there are two issues.  The Gordon inquiry is explicitly examining whether we should have 
mandatory reporting of sexually transmitted diseases among young children.  Obviously, if a child has a sexually 
transmitted disease, that child has had sex consensually or been raped - sexually abused.  The Gordon inquiry is 
examining the mandatory reporting of sexually transmitted diseases.  The broader issue of mandatory reporting 
of alleged sexual abuse is being reviewed currently by Maria Harries.  She will assess the impact of mandatory 
reporting in other jurisdictions, how we manage it in Western Australia and whether we would advance the 
protection of our children by introducing legislation. 

Mr McRAE:  That review will examine whether intervention strategies will benefit from that mandatory 
reporting. 

Ms McHALE:  That is exactly right.  We have found in other jurisdictions that the number of allegations of 
sexual abuse have increased, but the number of substantiated abuse allegations may not have done so.  They are 
the issues that we need to consider.   

The CHAIRMAN:  The members for Mandurah, Hillarys, Perth and Murdoch have indicated that they wish to 
ask questions.  It is now 9.05 pm.  Shall I continue with those questions? 

Mr TEMPLEMAN:  I will defer mine, as long as I have first kick with the arts division. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I think we can accommodate that. 

Mr HYDE:  I will do the same. 

Mr JOHNSON:  I made it clear that I have one more question.  The member for Riverton went on at length with 
his last question, as did the minister in her answer.  I did not have a problem with that.  However, I have one 
other question. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I am giving the member for Hillarys the call. 

Mr JOHNSON:  I know, and I appreciate that. 

Mr HYDE:  The member for Murdoch had 17 questions, and that should be acknowledged. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Terrific.  Let us have some more questions asked. 

Mr JOHNSON:  My question is twofold.  Part of it relates to the item the minister was just discussing.  I will 
first refer to page 1152 and then go back to page 1126 because it relates to that.  On page 1152, under details of 
controlled grants and subsidies is an item of positive ageing initiatives.  The way I read this budget paper is that 
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there is a reduction in the grants to the positive ageing initiatives from $85 000 to $25 000.  Will the minister tell 
me what they are?  To save time, I refer to page 1126.  The member for Riverton referred to children in care and 
the expansion of child sexual abuse treatment services.  I am interested in the next two lines in the table on that 
page and the minister’s explanation of those figures in brackets.  Normally when a figure is in brackets it is a 
negative figure.  The figure for revisions to service delivery for 2002-03 is $1.268 million, which is in brackets, 
and the figure for the deferral of the implementation of election commitments for 2001-02 is $174 000.  Will the 
minister explain those two items?  The first part of my question related to the reduction in the grant to the 
positive ageing initiatives, and then I referred to the figures on page 1126. 

Ms McHALE:  On the face of it, the allocation of funds to those initiatives has been decreased from $85 000 to 
$25 000.  I ask Judith Hogben to elaborate on that. 

Ms HOGBEN:  There has been a change in the funding superficially, and in some cases it is not as it seems.  For 
instance, we had a grant for universal design in the year 2000-01.  We provided some funds for that as a grant.  
That will be part of the conference that we will hold on maturity matters.  Therefore, it will be funded from that 
area.  Also, we will not be proceeding with our display at the Royal Agricultural Society of WA show.  That was 
not considered to be good value for money; therefore, that grant will not be continued.  Within the Office of 
Seniors Interests, we are taking funding away from the grants and the promotional areas, which are the glossy 
and the high-cost areas, and allocating it to services and service provision.  The emphasis is on the initiatives that 
have a greater community involvement.  We will continue the funding, but it will be more targeted, and there 
will be less funding in the non-effective areas. 

Ms McHALE:  I ask the member to repeat the second part of his question. 

Mr JOHNSON:  The second part related to page 1126.  I referred to the second and third lines from the bottom 
of the page.  The figure of $1.268 million for revisions to service delivery is in brackets, which normally denotes 
a negative figure.  The next line refers to the deferral of the implementation of election commitments from 2001-
02.  The figure for that is $174 000, which I suggest is a positive figure.  The amounts increase after that.  Will 
the minister explain to me what is behind both those amounts?  

[9.10 pm] 

Ms McHALE:  The amount of $1.2 million? 

Mr JOHNSON:  Yes, which is a negative figure. 

Ms McHALE:  I am making savings in the overall budget.  Yes, the member could say that that is a negative 
figure. 

Mr JOHNSON:  Will the minister tell me what those savings are? 

Ms McHALE:  Yes.  In this financial year the savings that we will make from the amalgamation of the youth 
affairs and family and children’s policy is estimated to be $270 000, because it will be a process - it does not 
start immediately from 1 July. 

Mr JOHNSON:  That leaves $1 million. 

Ms McHALE:  Okay; I am explaining the amount of money, as the member has asked I do.  I have already 
indicated that the reconfiguration of the parent information centres will save $900 000; the savings that all 
agencies must make through reductions on advertising, travel and consultancy is $12 250; and we are assessing 
the multi-generational grants, which is $30 000. 
Mr JOHNSON:  What does the minister mean by that? 
Ms HOGBEN:  We are no longer continuing with the multi-generational grants program.  Small amounts of 
money were allocated to organisations working across generations.  That work will now be achieved through the 
volunteering funds and volunteering initiatives.  The work will be extended but not under that banner.  Instead of 
the $35 000, I am responsible for administering approximately $310 000 in funding for resource centres. 
Mr JOHNSON:  What does the figure represent in the second last line item on page 1126? 
Ms McHALE:  Because of the timing of the introduction of some of our commitments, $174 000 was removed 
from the 2001-02 budget as we did not need it at that time.  Does the member understand that concept? 

Mr JOHNSON:  Yes. 

Ms McHALE:  We are now getting that money back. 

Mr JOHNSON:  Which election commitments were they for? 
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Ms McHALE:  I understand they were in the family strengths commitments, which amounted to $10 million 
over four years.  We are getting $174 000 to put back into the family strengths program. 

Mr BOARD:  I notice in the capital works program on page 1147 that there is very little new works.  The new 
works program accounts for just over $7 million.  In the state capital works budget of $3 billion, that is a fifth of 
one per cent, and that would be of concern in an area such as community development.  Firstly, why is that 
figure so low and why are very few new works programmed?  Secondly, in the area of youth activities, where 
there seems to be so much demand these days for capital works programs, there are no allocations at all.  How 
does the minister hope to deal with any of the demands for capital works initiatives in the youth area?  How does 
the minister account for such a small program of new capital works, amounting to a fifth of one per cent of the 
total state budget, in such a huge area as community development? 

Ms McHALE:  I understand that the figure of $7.5 million has been typical of the capital works programs for this 
department for a number of years.  Last year’s estimated expenditure included some carryover, which inflated 
the figure.  I am not entirely sure what the member is thinking when he refers to capital works programs for 
young people, so it is a bit difficult for me to answer that question.  We have a capital works program for 
community centres, which will provide facilities for youth groups and other activities, but capital works money 
for such initiatives often come from the Department of Housing and Works.  My answer is that this is not an 
atypical amount of funding.  If the member is looking at youth refuges, they relate to the Department of Housing 
and Works; new centres and other facilities often relate to the Department of Sport and Recreation or a 
collaboration with local governments.  I have referred to community centres that provide facilities.  I do not 
think the member can mount a strong argument that there are problems in those figures.  The funding that we 
will expend this year will essentially go into the hostels and the information technology equipment that is needed 
for the department.  I remind the member that there is a commitment of $1 million to work with local 
governments and others in the area of public space and access to public space for young people.  The member 
should look at what is happening for young people across the budget. 

The appropriation was recommended. 
Sitting suspended from 9.17 to 9.20 pm 

 


