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ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
Special 

On motion without notice by Hon Kim Chance (Leader of the House), resolved - 
That the house at its rising adjourn until Tuesday, 21 June at 3.30 pm.   

Ordinary 
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [5.08 pm]:  I move - 

That the house do now adjourn. 

Education, Federal Government’s Role - Adjournment Debate 
HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [5.08 pm]:  I will take only a 
few minutes of the time of the house.  I have been provoked by the comments of the Minister for Education and 
Training during question time.  She tried to tell this house that the Labor Party is a party that believes in 
federalism.  She was critical of the federal education minister, and I have to say that I agree with her.  The 
conditions attached to state funding by the commonwealth concerning education are completely out of order.  I 
said so at the time and I have said so since.  I have also said that, in my view, the federal government is getting 
itself involved in things that are none of its business.  I will continue to argue publicly, contrary to a comment 
made by a speaker the other day that we were silent on this.  Quite a number of members from the state 
Parliamentary Liberal Party have commented on their concern about the centralist tendencies of the federal 
government.  One of the reasons they are developing those, of course, is the incompetence of state governments 
around Australia, but I will not go into that now.   
The Minister for Education and Training has sought to somehow or other create the impression that the state 
Parliamentary Liberal Party at the moment is not a party that believes in federalism for education.  She was kind 
enough to mention me as a former minister who supports states’ rights, and that is correct.  However, I want to 
tell her that at the very first Australian Education Council meeting I attended as Minister for Education I was 
able to convince enough ministers to jettison the national curriculum that was being promoted by the then federal 
Minister for Education, remembering that the federal Labor Party had been in power since 1983 and this was 
1993.  After 10 years of a Labor government, the Minister for Education was none other than Kim Beazley.  He 
was the minister at that conference.  He and his Labor colleagues sought to proceed with the creation of a 
national curriculum for Australia.  Nothing is more central for education, in my view, than a centralist-
controlled, written and organised curriculum.  I can put up with some centralist tendencies, but under no 
circumstances would I agree to a national curriculum for Australia.  It is a right and responsibility of state 
education systems to write their own curricula.  Indeed, one of my concerns about curricula is that we do not 
involve the community enough in their development.  I do not believe that the Curriculum Council does enough 
to develop the state’s curriculum, but that is a story for another day. 
I put on record that the greatest centralists in education are the members of the Labor Party.  We have heard all 
these comments by Labor members in recent times about how they are seeking to resist the centralist tendencies 
of a federal Liberal government and that somehow or other the Labor Party believes in federalism.  That is 
absolutely the opposite to the truth.  The Labor Party is by its very nature a centralist party, it always will be and 
it used to be proud of it.  It is only now when a federal Liberal government has somehow strayed from its path of 
federalism that the Labor Party at the state level is trying to claim that it believes in states’ rights.  The Labor 
Party would ultimately get rid of the states if it were given the chance.  One has only to look at Labor Party 
history, Labor Party platforms and Labor Party dogma.  The Labor Party is all about getting rid of the states and 
replacing them with regional government, and having one central government in Canberra with a unitary 
Parliament.  It would get rid of the Senate, because there would be no need to have the Senate if there were no 
states.  That is the Labor Party’s position.  All that has been said in recent days about states’ rights and how the 
Labor Party believes in them is so much rubbish.   
Today I received a letter from the Premier referring to the fact that I had been publicly critical of John Howard’s 
government’s centralist tendencies and asking me to get behind the state government of Western Australia to 
seek to stop this centralist movement happening.  What absolute hypocrisy.  I am halfway through drafting my 
response.  As I got further down the list, I got angrier and angrier.  This is absolute garbage from the current state 
Labor government.  Its members do not believe what they are saying.  One question on which we cannot get an 
answer is what their federal colleagues think about this.  Their federal colleagues have said nothing about a 
uniform industrial relations system across Australia.  State Labor governments are bleating about it, but not the 
federal Labor Party.  I reckon federal Labor Party members have their hands behind their back, saying, “Go for 
it, Johnny.  We would like to have it.”  They know that the day will come when they are the federal government 
and they can bring in their union-dominated, union-controlled industrial relations system for the whole of 
Australia, and then everybody will have to put up with it.  That is what they have in mind, and they would be 
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loving it.  That is why I am opposed to it.  Let us have no more letters from the Premier asking us to support the 
state Labor Party’s states’ rights campaign, because it is so much humbug and they know it.   

Children’s Commissioner - Adjournment Debate 
HON BARBARA SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [5.15 pm]:  I rise to make the chamber aware this evening of 
my utter disgust at two items in today’s budget.  The first is the issue of the children’s commissioner.  The 
Gallop government has allocated a mere $1.5 million for each of four years to establish a children’s 
commissioner in this state, a proposition that we have bludgeoned it into accepting.  It is indicative of the Gallop 
government’s commitment to children that it would provide such a pittance to establish a commission in this 
state.  It is a clear indication of how much the Gallop government really values children.   
The coalition went to the election with an estimated funded cost and commitment of $5 million a year to 
establish a children’s commissioner for Western Australia.  That was based on a recommendation of a select 
committee of this Parliament that perhaps $10 a year would be an adequate sum of money to allocate to each 
child each year to establish an important commission to speak for children, to allow children’s voices to be heard 
and to be a watchdog on agencies that deal with children.  This government has allocated a mere $3 a child.  I 
believe that is an absolute pittance.  The $10 a child - or $5 million a year - that the coalition estimated to be the 
cost of establishing a commissioner was based on two of the models that are working extremely well; that is, one 
of the most recently established commissions for children in Northern Ireland, which allocates about $11 a year, 
and the commission in Queensland, the allocation for which includes an employment screening element.   

This government, in the form of the Minister for Community Development, today brought down a report on the 
prevention of child deaths, which shows that 250 children a year die in accidents and that something needs to be 
done about it.  That is the sort of thing that a children’s commissioner could be tackling for this state.  It is a 
damning indictment of this state’s commitment to children that a high number of children are dying in accidents.  
I am pleased that the government has had the good sense to put Professor Fiona Stanley in charge of the advisory 
committee that will look into those child deaths and the trends that affect them.  As I have said in this chamber 
before, children are worse off now than they have been during the past 30 years.  More children are being 
neglected and more children are being abused.  That is not a figment of our imagination; the evidence is on the 
record to show it.  Many children are being abused because of the drug culture, which has been referred to in a 
number of the outstanding maiden speeches in this chamber.  The drug culture is impacting on the lives of many 
small children.  Many grandparents have come to me and said how sad they are that their daughter or son is 
drug-addicted and that their grandchildren are suffering.   

As we have heard from a number of speakers, emotional health is in decline, with approximately 25 per cent of 
the state’s primary schoolchildren having psychological problems.  Therapies that are instrumental in early 
intervention, such as speech therapy, speech pathology and such assessments, have not been funded in the 
budget.  Those are the sorts of things that a children’s commissioner should be looking at and conducting 
research on.  What will a commissioner or commission do with $1.5 million a year?  It is an absolute disgrace.  I 
am disappointed.  It is typical of this Premier’s approach who, in 2002 after the Gordon inquiry, said that we do 
not really need a children’s commissioner because we do not want such a commission to duplicate functions.  In 
a media release of 2 December 2002 the Premier said - 

. . . the Government had given in principle support to all but two of the Gordon Inquiry’s 
recommendations.  These were the appointment of a Children’s Commissioner and a new memorandum 
of understanding between the Government and the Swan Valley Nyungah Community.   

“The Government considered the need for a new Children’s Commissioner but agreed that additional 
resources would be better directed towards delivering new services rather than duplicating functions 
already undertaken by bodies such as the Ombudsman and the Child Protection Council,” he said. 

That is clear evidence that the Premier of this state does not have a thorough understanding of what a children’s 
commissioner should and would do if that position was properly funded.  Clearly, Western Australia will not get 
a children’s commissioner equal to some of the best in the world.  The government is yet to bring legislation to 
the Parliament to put in place a children’s commissioner, yet a line in the budget states that the commissioner 
will begin working in 2005.  Where is the legislation?   

The other plank from today’s budget that I want to point out is the government’s so-called commitment to 
protecting children from abuse through the introduction of a child card or working-with-children certificate, 
whatever one likes to call it.  An amount of $2 million has been allocated in the budget for that purpose.  The 
legislation went through this Parliament in December last year.  That system will not be put in place this year.  
We might see it in 2006.  The government says that it will be in place in 2006.  Workers and volunteers will 
continue to work with children without having a child card.  Child cards will provide parents, sporting 
organisations and anybody else with confirmation that the people working with children have not been charged 
with child abuse or other things.  The government has said that it is committed to protecting children.  However, 
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the budget provides two clear examples of its limp, lettuce-leaf reaction to these issues.  It has given its 
condescending agreement to these things following pressure from the opposition to do something.  What the 
government is offering to do is nowhere near enough.  The Liberal Party went to the election with a promise that 
it would fund the cost of the child card for volunteers so that anybody who coached sport or worked with 
children in a volunteer capacity would receive a child card free of charge.  Nothing in the budget provides any 
reassurance that that will happen under this government.  Therefore, sporting organisations will have to find 
large amounts of money to cover the cost of providing child cards for their coaches and volunteers.  Children in 
this state are suffering from obesity and need to get out and play.  They are overprotected.  A report released 
today by a parenting program funded by the federal government through the Australian Childhood Foundation 
indicates that Western Australian parents are often overprotective and do not allow their children to walk to 
school or take risks.  As the shadow spokesperson for children, I am bitterly disappointed in today’s 
announcement by the government.  I believe it has let down Western Australian children and parents.   

House adjourned at 5.23 pm 
__________ 

 


