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CHILD SEXUAL ABUSE — CIVIL LITIGATION — STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS LEGISLATION 
508. Mr P.J. RUNDLE to the Premier: 
I refer to the statute of limitations legislation that the Premier promised my constituents the Beale family from 
Esperance would be introduced as a matter of priority. 
(1) Given that there are only five weeks of Parliament remaining, will the Premier commit to introducing the 

legislation this year? 
(2) Will the Premier commit to declaring the legislation urgent to allow the legislation to pass before the 

Christmas recess? 

Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
(1)–(2) I thank the member for Roe for the question. It must be said that it is the first decent opposition question 

during question time. It is a real issue and I appreciate that there are people across Western Australia who 
are impacted by the situation as it currently exists. The current situation is that if a person is a victim of 
a child sex predator, their capacity to pursue legal action expires after six years. In effect, that means that 
at the age of 24, their capacity to take legal action expires. Of course, the evidence shows that it normally 
takes 22 years for a person to come to terms with what occurred. Therefore, the statute of limitations has 
expired for most people who are victims. We committed in opposition to remedying this situation. 
The Attorney General is currently working on this legislation. There are a couple of complexities. I will 
explain one to the member for Roe. There is complexity around an organisation or an individual that may 
have existed at the time of the offence or may have had a certain identity at the time of the offence, and 
that identity may have changed in the meantime. We want to make sure that those people or organisations 
that were responsible—not just the government, but other institutions—can be held accountable and 
cannot avoid responsibility merely because an individual who worked for them might have left or moved 
or the name of the organisation may have changed. Therefore, there are complexities in the drafting 
process to make sure that we capture that and enable those people who want to pursue this legal action to 
undertake that. That is an ongoing piece of work. 

Ms M.J. Davies: You didn’t think there were any of those complexities last year. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: Seriously, this is dealing with the victims of child sex offenders. I am trying to answer the 
question — 
Mrs L.M. Harvey interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! Member for Scarborough! 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I am trying to answer the question with as much information as I can provide to the member. 
Ms M.J. Davies interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Leader of the National Party, I call you to order for the first time. 
Ms M.J. Davies interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Leader of the National Party, I call you to order for the second time. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: There is that complexity around the legislation. 
The second complexity is this: the commonwealth is currently working on a redress scheme, and we have to make 
a decision about whether to opt in or opt out of the commonwealth redress scheme. My understanding is that the 
commonwealth redress scheme will commence on 1 July next year. There is complexity around that as well, 
because if we opt in to the redress scheme, who picks up the cost? Secondly, does the cost or any payout from that 
get deducted from any legal action? The third complexity is to ensure that we, as much as is humanly possible in 
the drafting, reduce the amount of any payout going to legal advisers as opposed to going to a victim. The 
Attorney General is probably better informed than me, but they are the three complexities that I am aware of that 
we are working on. We have had meetings with the Solicitor-General, the State Solicitor, and various elements of 
government on a number of occasions — 
Mr J.R. Quigley: And with victims. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: — and victims on a number of occasions trying to work out these complexities to make it 
as good as we possibly can for victims. We would like to introduce the legislation this year. It is a matter of whether 
we can resolve all those issues prior to introducing the legislation. I would think that the member for Roe, as 
someone who cares about this issue, would agree that we have to get it right before we introduce it and not do 
something in which a victim might pursue legal action and one-third or one-half of the proceeds be taken by 
lawyers. A victim might take legal action and the entity against which they have taken legal action either does not 
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exist or the individual involved has left and, therefore, the organisation claims no responsibility. They are all 
complexities that we are trying to work through, but we remain committed to what we said before the election. 
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