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Division 68:  Community Development, $177 491 000 - 

Hon George Cash, Chairman. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Community Development, Women’s 
Interests, Seniors and Youth. 

Ms J. Brazier, Acting Director General, Department for Community Development. 

Mr M. de Mamiel, Director, Financial Services, Department for Community Development. 

Ms P. Bagdonavicius, Executive Director, Strategy and Funding Management, Department for Community 
Development. 

Ms J. Hogben, Executive Director, Office of Seniors Interests. 

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

Mr J. Eftos, Executive Director, Office of Youth Affairs. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I welcome the parliamentary secretary and the officers of the Department for Community 
Development.  As I said earlier, government agencies and departments have an important role and duty in 
assisting the Parliament to scrutinise the budget papers on behalf of the people of Western Australia.  The 
committee values the assistance those departments provide. 

We have already run overtime with these two divisions.  We are meant to complete this division by 4.30 pm.  
That is an absolute impossibility and I propose, with the agreement of members, that discussion on the division 
be extended to 4.45 pm.  That will cause a delay for the hearing on state development, but it would be an 
injustice to invite our professional officers to come here and not be able to ask at least a number of questions.  
With the indulgence of the committee, I will proceed with that course of action.  In the meantime, I invite the 
parliamentary secretary to make a brief introductory statement. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  The new department includes the former Family and Children’s Services, the 
Family and Children’s Policy Office, the Office of Seniors Interests, the Women’s Policy Office and the Office 
of Youth Affairs.  It has seven outputs, and members will find them on page 1165.  In recognition of the nature 
of the services provided and the cost pressures faced by this department, the Government has also agreed to 
exempt this department from the original priority and assurance dividend targets imposed, applying only 0.5 per 
cent instead of 5.755 per cent.  The State Government’s recurrent appropriation to this department is 
$172.7 million.  Again, that is outlined in the budget papers.  Also, over the forward estimates period, the 
department will receive an additional $23.4 million to honour the Government’s election commitments, and that 
can be found in budget paper No 3.  The budget includes the first wave of funding for the Gallop Government’s 
election commitments to provide $10 million over five years for family strength initiatives to expand early 
intervention services and, over the next four years, an additional $4.6 million to improve domestic violence 
programs and $2 million to provide supported accommodation services for homeless young people.  

Hon DERRICK TOMLINSON:  I refer to the table on page 1165 under the major policy decisions made since 
the state election.  A saving of $346 000 is indicated for this financial year from management-initiated retirement 
savings.  I notice also that the same amount is projected for the next three years.  Does that mean the saving of 
$346 000 will be repeated, or is the department simply carrying that single saving through over four years? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  That saving is a result of the retirement of three senior executive service officers, 
and it has simply been carried through.  There will not be three SES people retiring every year.  

Hon DERRICK TOMLINSON:  Output 2, child and family safety, and output 3, care for children, consume 
about 57 per cent of the department’s budget.  I will be so bold as to say they are core functions of the 
department.  The Auditor General recently released a report containing some recommendations for improving 
aspects of those programs.  How is the department responding to those recommendations? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  I will ask the member to put that question on notice.  Ms Jane Brazier, the acting 
director general, will talk about the Auditor General’s report, and if we do not get an outcome, we will put it on 
notice.  

Ms BRAZIER:  We were asked to respond to a number of recommendations.  I am happy to provide the detail of 
how we plan to do that.  Suffice to say, some improvements in some of our services were required.  We have 
recently initiated a major program, the Looking After Children program, which ensures that children and family 
members are directly involved in our planning for services to children.  A number of other initiatives relate to 
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some local protocols that have been developed at the executive and chief executive officer level.  We need to 
make sure they are implemented throughout the service system.  A number of other initiatives will relate to case 
managers and the amount of time they spend on this work, and some additional training will be put in place.  We 
are happy to provide more information.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  The honourable member is right in saying that output 3, care for children, is a 
major function of the department.  The budget funding for 2001-02 has been increased.  In fact, the allocation for 
output 3 in 2000-01 was $47.306 million, compared with $52.534 million this year, which is an estimated 
increase of $5 million.  This is additional funding to cover the increased number of children in care and for child-
care centres.  I raised this with departmental officers. One of the reasons for the cost pressures in this area is that 
children stay in care longer, and the associated problems tend to be more severe and more complex than in the 
past.   
The CHAIRMAN:  Ms Brazier has indicated that she will take the question on notice and provide a more 
fulsome answer.  
Hon CHRISTINE SHARP:   I refer to output 2, child and family safety, on page 1169.  The table states that costs 
have risen to reflect increased funding for the supported accommodation assistance program.  According to a 
statement on page 1171, a major initiative is to enhance service provision to young homeless people through 
increased crisis accommodation services.  What was the previous level of SAAP funding, and by how much has 
the funding increased?  Is this increase greater than the consumer price index; and, if so, for what specific 
purposes are those increases to be applied and how are the priorities assessed?  
[4.30 pm] 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  I thank the member for that question.  There has been an increase in that output 
of $5.49 million due to additional funding for domestic violence, family strength and supported accommodation 
assistance programs.  Youth accommodation received an increase of $250 000, $550 000 was allocated to 
improving domestic violence programs, and $500 000 was allocated to the family strength program.  If we work 
towards creating more coherent and functional families, pressure on SAAP funding will decrease.  Of the 
$2 million budgeted over the four-year estimates period, $250 000 was allocated this year to provide supported 
accommodation services for homeless young people.  

Ms BAGDONAVICIUS:  SAAP funding is indexed by the Commonwealth and State Governments.  As part of 
the commonwealth-state agreement, that indexation is set at a formula agreed by the State and the 
Commonwealth at a national level.  The indexation for all SAAP-funded services this year is 2.9 per cent, as per 
the annual requirement within the agreement.   

Hon CHRISTINE SHARP:  On page 1170, one of the output measures under “Cost” is the average cost per 
supported accommodation case equivalent, which is $1 836.  This represents an increase on the estimate for this 
year of $1 726 but a decrease in the actual cost of $1 939 for 2001.  What is the reason for the increase from the 
estimates and what is the reason for the decrease from the actual expenditure?   

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  I understand that increased rentals contributed to the increase in the 2001 
estimated expenditure of $1 762 to $1 836, as would be the case for any agency.  I would like to put the decrease 
in 1999-2000 from $1 939 to $1 836 down to accrual accounting, but I am not sure that is the case.  However, we 
will take that question on notice and provide the answer. 

The CHAIRMAN:  That question for further information is on notice. 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  I refer to output 2 on page 1169 relating to child and family safety.  My question refers 
to an individual service that I believe is funded under this output by the Department for Community 
Development.  A program called the Men’s Meeting Place has been funded for the past couple of years to some 
extent by the Department for Community Development.  It is based in Kwinana and supplies a somewhat 
unusual service across almost the whole metropolitan area, which I think is cost effective because it is available 
for men when a family crisis occurs.  Although it provides valuable, cost-effective support, its funding and 
services are under great pressure.  Is the department able to provide any additional support through this budget to 
ensure those services are not curtailed or ultimately abandoned? 

Ms BAGDONAVICIUS:  The department is currently assisting the Men’s Meeting Place and will continue to do 
so.  We have been negotiating with other government departments, because the funding of this service came out 
of Safer WA - the department came in after the event - and mental health also made a contribution.  Through our 
minister, we have been negotiating with other departments to see what funding can be made available on a 
recurrent basis.  These discussions are taking place at the moment.  However, as long as the Men’s Meeting 
Place meets our accountability requirements in the short term, we will continue to provide it with assistance.   
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Hon E.R.J. DERMER:  I refer to dot point seven on page 1168 of the Budget Statements.  Will the parliamentary 
secretary advise me of the progress in implementing the review’s recommendations?   

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  Initiatives in response to the review will be implemented progressively over a 
number of years and will build on and strengthen existing services for men, rather than develop new ones.  The 
Government has allocated $310 000 for Men Too, and in April 2001 small grants of up to $3 000 were provided 
for 66 services, totalling $157 000.  These grants were approved and contributed to a one-off cost associated 
with improving the services for men.   

Ms BRAZIER:  An additional $220 000 has been allocated to men’s information and research services.  To date, 
we have spent about $37 000 on comprehensive baseline research for information strategies targeting men as 
fathers, and on preliminary investigations into web-based options for a database.  The proposed Family Strength 
program will also examine the needs of services for men as fathers, and will ensure that we have appropriate 
initiatives in place to assist them in their role of parenting.  In that process, we will also focus on Aboriginal 
fathers.  We are also looking at a career development strategy for Aboriginal workers to ensure that Aboriginal 
men are employed by the department to work with Aboriginal men.   

Hon DERRICK TOMLINSON:  A report on youth hostels was critical of three of the four in the Perth 
metropolitan area.  The only one that escaped criticism was the temporary hostel at Darlington.  The report for 
1999-2000 indicated that $500 000 would be allocated for the upgrade of the Bedford youth hostel, which I 
understand is to be completed in this financial year’s budget.  The minister has announced that she intends to 
close the Bedford Hostel and one other hostel.  Is there an allocation in the capital works program for the two 
new hostels, and what will be the fate of the hostels that are to close? 

[4.40 pm] 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  I thank the honourable member for his question and, given the specific nature of 
it, I refer to the acting director general. 

Ms BRAZIER:  The capital works required to relocate the hostels is the subject of current advice that is with the 
minister.  Preliminary suggestions have been made with regard to the use of some capital dollars that were 
proposed for a number of other initiatives.  At present, there is no plan for the future use of the Bedford Hostel 
once it closes.  The other hostel that is planned for closure is Tudor Lodge.  Extensive efforts are under way on a 
number of fronts to find alternative sites for the relocation of both hostels within the two-year period indicated 
strongly by the minister. 

Hon LOUISE PRATT:  Output 6 on page 1165 of the Budget Statements relates to the Women’s Policy Office.  
What are the plans within that output to reduce family or domestic violence? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  Domestic violence is of major concern to this Government.  As a result of 
initiatives such as the freedom from fear campaign, there has been a marked change in community attitude 
towards domestic violence.  There has been a quantum shift from where we were 30 or 40 years ago to where we 
are today.  However, that is not to suggest that the work in this area is complete.  More work needs to be done.  
Domestic violence is no longer seen as just a woman’s problem; it is now largely seen as an issue that is equally 
problematic for men and women.  However, a large number of victims are females. 

The Government has provided additional funding for combating domestic violence in the community, through 
the allocation of $4.6 million over the forward estimates period.  That money will be used for a number of 
things, including support for the work of regional domestic violence committees, to which $1 million has been 
allocated over the forward estimates period.  There will be an increase in funding for the women’s refuge group 
peak body, with $200 000 being allocated over the forward estimates period.   

Women’s refuge accommodation will also receive an increase in funding, with an allocation of $1 million over 
the forward estimates period.  This is a package of initiatives, but I will not run through them all because other 
members are waiting to ask questions.  However, the Government recognises this as a major issue and has 
allocated moneys to it in the forward estimates.  It will also provide counselling for children who are exposed to 
domestic violence.  That is also a new initiative to which $400 000 has been allocated over the forward estimates 
period. 

Hon M.J. CRIDDLE:  I refer to page 1181 of the Budget Statements and the programs for youth, under output 7.  
Some programs mentioned will not be continued and, since youth are such a vital part of our society, what are 
the projected outcomes over the next four years for that funding? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  I refer that question to the acting director general. 
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Ms BRAZIER:  There was an issue about a number of programs funded for young people through a $1.5 million 
package that involved a lack of carryover.  A number of initiatives were funded for a four-year period, but the 
$1.5 million package was not included in the forward estimates.  Because of the importance of those initiatives, 
we have found, through a range of strategies, ways to ensure that all of them are continued.  Therefore, through 
some administrative savings and some savings that we have made in other ways, those important initiatives that 
were funded through that $1.5 million package will continue.  I am happy to provide further information about 
those initiatives should the member wish. 

Hon M.J. CRIDDLE:  Can I have that on notice? 

The CHAIRMAN:  The parliamentary secretary indicates that Ms Brazier will provide some additional 
information.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  Some of those programs funded by that $1.5 million package need to be 
evaluated prior to the reallocation of additional funds, so that we can see their benefit to the community. 

Hon M.J. CRIDDLE:  I was asking for an indication of the programs for the next four years. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Could the parliamentary secretary also include in the reply an indication of the programs for 
the next four years? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  Yes. 

Hon CHRISTINE SHARP:  My question refers to the two dot points relating to homelessness on page 1171.  
They are major initiatives for the coming year and I am very pleased to see them there.  Will the enhancing of 
services through increased crisis accommodation to homeless young people be made more flexible to include 
young people who are known to have been recently or still are using drugs?  

The next dot point refers to a state homelessness strategy.  Could we have some details of what is likely to be 
involved in the strategy, the time line, whether any progress has been made already, what is the envisaged 
expenditure for the strategy and when it is likely to commence? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  I thank the member for the questions.  In view of the specific nature of the 
questions asked, I will refer them to Ms Brazier. 

Ms BRAZIER:  The short answer to the first question is yes; there will be a greater degree of flexibility to ensure 
access to the kind of young people to whom the member is referring.  The second part of the question referred to 
the homelessness strategy.  As the member is aware, a homelessness task force was established by the 
Government, which has a broad range of members and is chaired by a Mr Tony Pietropiccolo.  Ms Pauline 
Bagdonavicius is the departmental executive director who is involved directly with that homelessness task force.  
I understand it has been busy working on a comprehensive strategy.  I refer the question to Ms Bagdonavicius, 
and she can provide a quick response on the time lines that the task force has been working on. 

Ms BAGDONAVICIUS:  The state homelessness task force is working to a time line of reporting to the cabinet 
social policy standing committee by 31 January 2001.  In the process of developing a strategy, we are 
undertaking consultations, and those discussions have been happening across the community.  The task force is 
developing a further draft consultation document which will again go out to the community.  We have 
established a web site through which people can stay in touch with what is happening.  I will be happy to provide 
that later. 

[4.50 pm] 

The CHAIRMAN:  I know Hon Kate Doust has a question on notice.  I apologise that she did not have the 
opportunity to ask it this afternoon.  I ask her and any other member who has questions to submit them to Paul 
Grant or Sarah Galbraith within the next 30 minutes.   

I thank the parliamentary secretary and her officers - Ms Jane Brazier, Mr Mick de Mamiel, Ms Pauline 
Bagdonavicius, Ms Judy Hogben, Ms Noela Taylor and Mr Jim Eftos for their attendance this afternoon.  
 


