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SAFE SCHOOLS PROGRAM 
Motion 

HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan — Leader of the Opposition) [10.03 am] — without notice: 
I move — 

That the house recognises that the report commissioned by the federal government into the Safe Schools 
resources, conducted by eminent Professor Bill Louden, found that the material provided encourages 
schools to develop their own plan for choosing among and implementing the resources in accordance 
with normal teacher professional judgement. 

I am hopeful that we can conduct the debate on this matter today in a respectful and sensitive fashion. While 
I appreciate that some people have strong opposing views on this matter, I also know that there are people 
listening to this debate for whom the issue is dear to them and very real, and we want to ensure that we respect 
their rights when they read and listen to what we have said. 

We are talking about a program that is aimed at reducing prejudice against and bullying of same-sex attracted 
and gender-diverse students, staff and families in schools. The program provides school leaders and staff with 
access to information and resources and assistance to deal sensitively with the issues those students face and to 
have inclusive schools. Some narrow-minded folk, I have to say, have run what I think at times has been a pretty 
hysterical public campaign against the program on the basis that they are opposed to sexual diversity and would 
actually prefer that we pretended it did not exist at all. Their argument is that this program is about teaching kids 
to be sexually diverse. The federal government commissioned Emeritus Professor of Education Bill Louden from 
the University of Western Australia to conduct a review, and that review was released in March last year. Bill is 
based in Perth at UWA. He is well regarded and highly respected and, indeed, has been commissioned by this 
state government to conduct reports into education, most recently to report on our own high-performing schools 
in the WA public education system. His commission, if you like, was to advise the government on the extent to 
which the resources are consistent with the intent and objectives of the program, a suitable and robust resource 
for schoolteachers and students, age appropriate, educationally sound and aligned to the Australian Curriculum, 
and to review the extent to which parents and school communities are consulted about the use of resources and 
the adequacy of such consultation. 

What did he find? He found that there were 11 official resources made up of four guidelines, a teaching resource 
made up of eight lesson plans, three resources written by young people and three posters. Some unofficial 
resources were downloadable through various links on the website but they were not produced under the 
program, and I note that subsequent to Professor Louden’s report those links have been removed. No school has 
implemented the full eight-lesson program. They pick and choose the bits from the program that matter to their 
school that are appropriate for their students based on their professional judgement as teachers and education 
leaders. Professor Louden went through the appropriateness of all the resources and found the following. The 
language and content in the guidelines was suitable for teachers, parents and senior students to read. He found 
that the teaching resource, which is made up of eight lesson plans, was consistent with the 
Australian Curriculum, suitable and educationally sound and age appropriate for years 7 and 8. He found that 
lesson plan 2 was consistent with the Australian Curriculum, educationally sound and age appropriate and that 
one activity might need the judgement of a professional teacher to assess whether it was appropriate, so he 
suggested that guidelines be developed. His finding on lesson plan 3 was that it was consistent with the 
Australian Curriculum. It was suitable, educationally sound and age appropriate. 

Lesson plans 4 and 5 were found to be consistent with the Australian Curriculum, suitable, educationally sound 
and age appropriate. Professor Louden made the same findings on lesson plan 6, but he found that one activity 
might not work in some classrooms and that it should be subject to professional teacher judgement and that 
guidelines should be developed. Lesson plans 7 and 8 were found to be consistent with the 
Australian Curriculum, educationally sound and age appropriate. Of the three resources written by young people, 
he found that teachers should use their professional judgement and that guidelines should be developed. He 
found that two of the three posters would be best suitable for secondary schools. Most importantly—I spoke to 
Bill Louden about this yesterday—the message he got loudly and clearly from the process he used to conduct 
this review on behalf of the federal government is that the program’s real value is in its connections to the 
agencies in each state that are delivering the program to schools so that school leaders and teachers have 
someone to talk to and to go to when students or families present with a situation that perhaps those teachers 
have not otherwise been prepared for and feel unable to assist.  

The value, which he spoke to me about yesterday, is that schools dip in and out of the resources and use what 
they need in their normal health education classes using their normal professional teaching judgement. They can 
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get what they need and what their students and families need. That is the real value of this program. I think it is 
shameful and dangerous that public schools in Western Australia think that they might be causing some offence 
to the government if they sign up for this program. 

Hon Peter Collier: Who said that? 

Hon SUE ELLERY: That is what some schools have said to me. 

Hon Michael Mischin: Some–who? 

Hon SUE ELLERY: Let me finish, because I am in a time-limited debate. I will give the context of that. The 
Minister for Education has publicly said that he will not roll out the program. 

Hon Peter Collier: It is already rolled out. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: That is what the minister has said. He has said when I have asked him questions—it is in 
Hansard—that he will not be rolling out the program. The minister has said on the record in here and outside the 
house as well that he thinks it is unnecessary because there are other existing, more generic bullying programs 
that could be applied. That is what he said on the public record. 

Hon Peter Collier: I agree with that, but not the first one. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: I am in a time-limited situation here. 

Secondary school principals across Australia support the program. The Western Australian Council of State 
School Organisations and the Australian Council of State School Organisations, the peak bodies for parent 
groups, support the program. The reason they support the program is that schools choose the bits that work for 
them. Schools cannot pretend that sexual diversity does not or should not happen. They want to help and they 
need assistance to help. Most importantly, the education leaders I have spoken to about this support the program 
because it saves lives. That is why I was pleased when I was developing a response on how WA Labor should 
respond to this issue to base it on the findings of the Bill Louden report. I am not mandating the program, but 
I will encourage schools to adopt it if it works for them, and I will encourage secondary schools to adopt the 
program if it works for them. If we are elected, we will provide financial resources to the Safe Schools Coalition 
so that it can prepare the resources so that if Western Australian public secondary schools want to participate in 
the program, that is what they can do. 

I want to touch briefly on the notion that the program saves lives. I think I have time to read an entire letter. 
I receive a lot of correspondence about Safe Schools, and I would venture to suggest that I probably receive 
more than many other members because I am the shadow Minister for Education. I receive emails every day 
about the Safe Schools program. There are days when I receive a lot of those emails and they all say the same 
thing in the same words, so somewhere someone has had a meeting and given my email address out. That is fine; 
I do not mind people sending material, but I receive a lot. Most of what I receive is opposed to the program and 
is written in exactly the same words. However, everybody gets a response, and from time to time I receive 
a number of bits of correspondence in support. What I am about to read is one of them. It was sent to me, I think, 
on the evening after the recent public rally where I made my announcement about what do. It is from Ed Smith. 
It is a copy of a letter that he sent to the Minister for Education and is dated 24 April 2016. It reads — 

Dear Minister, 

I would like to address your comments regarding the Safe Schools Coalition program and its necessity 
in Western Australian Schools, while also sharing some of my own experiences. 

I grew up in a supportive, functional and happy family. I attended a fantastic state school, had many 
friends, and did well in my studies. I took part in many extra-curricula activities and achieved a great 
TER. I am very lucky in this regard. I started university in 2007 majoring in physics and achieved 
admirable grades. I had my first major depressive breakdown in 2008, and contemplated suicide every 
day for the next 18 months. 

From the earliest age I can remember, I have felt as if I do not quite fit in, like an observer on the 
periphery of a society that doesn’t really have a place for me. My emotional attraction to other boys 
predates any sexual feelings or adolescent hormones. We are, of course, served countless narratives of 
romance, family, childhood, and identity from the moment we are old enough to understand language. 
Cinderella, Beauty and the Beast, The Lion King and Aladdin, the whole Disney canon; every film; 
every television advertisement; every toy marketed to children or teens, all these things—all these 
stories presented a narrative that was entirely alien to me. They told me I should be attracted to girls, 
but I was not. I had a crush on a boy before I even knew what a crush was. 
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As a teenager, I began to think I might be gay. It was the most isolating and terrifying realisation of my 
life. “Gay” was “other”. It was not part of the comfortable narrative into which everyone else seemed to 
fit. It is very difficult to describe the feeling of being such an outsider that you can’t even relate to an 
advertisement for deodorant. I don’t want to get the girl. 

Hon Helen Morton: We all got that letter. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: Good for Hon Helen Morton. 

Hon Helen Morton: Just so you know. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: I thank Hon Helen Morton. I am on a time limit and I want to read this letter in because 
I think these comments need to be put on the public record. The letter continues — 

I am in love with someone who will never love me, and who can never know that I love them. 

As far as I know, there was one person at my high school who was out of the closet, a year above me. 
I don’t know if he was subjected to bullying. We weren’t friends. He was gay. 

My parents are not homophobic, but they would still make offhand comments at the dinner table about 
“queers” and “poofs” and “dykes” because that is the language of their generation. “That’s so gay” was 
a derogative comment used in the schoolyard to describe things that were bad, pathetic, broken … Not 
“that’s so fat” or “that’s so nerdy”. “Gay” = bad. Broken. Diseased. Other. My parents could talk about 
“the gays” because it was excluding a group that was other; not us, not this family. My friends could 
laugh at “gayness” because it was other; it was not a part of the familial societal discourse. The freaks, 
the outsiders and the queers had no place in that narrative. There was no fairy-tale with a gay character 
when I was growing up, there were no gay characters on TV, there were no obvious role models. Ricky 
Martin and Ian Thorpe were at the height of their fame. 

When you sit comfortably within the narrative of mainstream society, it’s difficult to understand what 
you really take for granted. You can hold hands with your wife in public. Every time I hold hands with 
another man in public it is an act of political defiance that opens me up to verbal and physical abuse. 
I don’t even want to think about the abuse that my transgender, intersex, or otherwise nonconforming 
friends receive simply for their choice of clothing. 

The abuse is not solely from other people however. I have never been a victim of physical assault, 
although I have been verbally abused countless times for my sexuality. The statistics relating to the 
mental health of LGBTIQ people are astounding and cannot be disregarded or ignored. I will refer to 
a report commissioned by the National Australian LGBTI Health Alliance in 2013 … This report found 
that “the mental health of LGBTI people is among the poorest in Australia” and that “the average age of 
a first suicide attempt is 16 years”. According to the report, “up to 50% of trans people have actually 
attempted suicide at least once in their lives”, and “same-sex attracted Australians have up to 14x higher 
rates of suicide attempts than their heterosexual peers”. 

I know what it is like to feel so isolated, so ostracised and cast out by society that death becomes an 
attractive option. To feel and be nothing is better than to experience the anguish of that depression. 

This isolation does not begin in high school, but it can be dealt with there. It began for me when I was 
perhaps eight years old. It was cemented in my teens. And it took years for me to recover. This morning 
I took a pill to stave off anxiety and depression, and tomorrow I will do the same. 

The Safe Schools Coalition saves lives, not simply because it tackles bullying, but because it teaches 
empathy. It breaks down the rigid constraints of gender and sexuality that cast out children such as me, 
leaving them without any guidance or recourse. 

The program was created because there was a demand for it, and that demand still exists. 

I think in what follows he is referring to comments by the Minister for Education — 

You said that it was “ironic” that to host a rally that “turned quite confrontational from all accounts, to 
support or against … an anti-bullying program”. I do not think it is ironic at all that bullies at school 
have grown up to be bullies as adults. But I do not blame them. They are victims of the same rhetoric 
that casts out LGBTIQ people as outsiders and deviants, and it is this rhetoric that needs to be 
challenged and defeated. The Safe Schools program does this. 
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The rally that took place yesterday was organised by students, parents and teachers, and provided 
a platform for these groups to voice their support for the program and express how it has helped them, 
or how it would have helped them, had it been in place in the past. 

A Facebook page has been created called Why I Need Safe Schools in Perth, in which students can 
share the ways that the program has helped them or could help them in the future.  

I urge you to read the stories and experiences that are related on the page. 

The simple truth is that $350,000 is a trivial sum that will quite literally save the lives of many children 
and adolescents and immeasurably improve the lives of countless others. The program is not 
“unnecessary” as you claim, and as the Minister for Education, I implore that you listen to what 
teachers, parents and students have to say on this issue. 

Regards, 

Edward Smith, 
No longer in the closet, 
No longer afraid, 
Still on medication, 
Still alive, 
Still fighting. 

I do not think it could have been put any more eloquently than that. I contacted Ed after he sent the email and 
congratulated him on the way he described the circumstance. When making a decision about how WA Labor 
should respond to this, I wanted to hear from people on the ground about what it meant. I spoke to gay students 
who came to see me about the program. These are kids who are still in school. They sat in my office and told me 
about what it meant for them to be coming to terms with what their sexuality meant to them and to everyone 
around them while they were still at school. I talked to teachers, principals and people from a range of different 
organisations. I came to the conclusion that the best way to take this forward was to recognise the comments that 
Bill Louden had made in his report about what was appropriate and where there needed to be guidelines, and 
adopt those. I took on board one of the themes that came out about age appropriateness, and that is why I think 
that if we are going to fund something it needs to be the program for secondary schools. 

I have not had time to go into the issues around parental consent. I know that the issue of parental consent is of 
some controversy. Some people say that one of the issues for young gay people—Ed touched on this a little bit—
is that their parents’ views, attitudes and fear and worry for their children might prevent the parents from giving 
them consent to participate in such a program. I was torn on that issue for some time, but ultimately I take the 
position that if this is going on in a public school there needs to be parental consent, so I will support what 
Bill Louden had to say about putting in place a set of guidelines for how schools go about getting that parental 
consent. I understand the angst of some younger people going through this, if they are in a hostile family 
environment, but ultimately I still think that if students at public schools are going to participate in something it 
is appropriate that some form of parental consent be put in place. That is my position on that. 

Ultimately, it came down to me that we have to trust two sources of information. I trust the young, gay people, 
and those people who have grown up and struggled with their sexuality while they were at school, when they say 
to me that this program has saved lives, and has saved their lives. I also trust the lead of school principals across 
Australia who say that they ought to be able to choose which bits of the program, based on their professional 
judgement, work for them. They ought to be able to feel that they are encouraged to do that, and are not being 
discouraged, perhaps by conflicting messages from a government that says generic bullying programs are all that 
it takes to tackle these issues. Ultimately, I listen to them, and they said that we should put in place a policy that 
recognises their professional judgement and their capacity to choose the bits of the program that work for them. 
That is what I have done, and I encourage this state government to adopt the same principles. 

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Minister for Education) [10.24 am]: I stand to make a few 
comments on this motion. I largely agree with most of what Hon Sue Ellery has said. However, I find a little 
offensive some of her comments that somehow I do not care about the welfare of every child in our schools and 
the patronising, self-righteous attitude that the only people who care about children who identify as lesbian, 
bisexual, gay, transgender or intersexual are members opposite, which is manifestly wrong. I will go through 
a few topics that have been introduced by Hon Sue Ellery. We have limited time, and I am sure that we can talk 
about this for hours. 
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I will say at the outset that we live in an increasingly complex society—a changing world in which globalisation 
has brought with it a multitude of issues. At the local school level, those issues have never been more profound. 
In a rich, multicultural society, we like to think that everyone can get on; that everyone will tolerate other 
cultures and other students—those students with obesity problems, students with disabilities, Aboriginal 
students, and those who identify as gay or transgender—and that every single child in our school environment is 
tolerated and recognised. We like to think that, but it is naive in the extreme. For as long as humanity has 
existed, bullying has been a strategy used by some people to impose their will upon others, and that is never 
more prevalent than in our school grounds. In our school grounds, some students will always attempt to impose 
their will on others. In many instances people believe that this bullying is manifested in just one form—that is, 
physical bullying. That is wrong. Physical bullying is most definitely evident in our school grounds, but it is 
most definitely not the most harmful form of bullying. In this increasingly complex society, more and more 
students are using bullying tactics through much more sophisticated methodologies, particularly, in the 
twenty-first century, with the advent of social media. Through isolation, ostracism and alienation through the use 
of social media in a raft of areas, they have been able in many ways to make other students feel isolated, lack 
self-esteem and resiliency skills, and therefore feel that they are inadequate. That covers a broad cross-section of 
students, not just those who identify as gay, lesbian or transgender. Students who are obese, those who come 
from another culture, Aboriginal students and those with learning difficulties are also among those who suffer. 

It is absolutely imperative that we as an educational community, and also as a general community, empathise 
with those students and with everyone in the community. It is just as it is in the broader community. There is 
a misguided notion amongst many in the Australian community now that, as a result of fanatical actions by 
some, all Muslims are bad. Muslim members of our community have really suffered as a direct result of that 
misguided notion. As a community generally, we must develop that philosophy of empathy and support for 
everyone, particularly in our schools. As a result, we have seen pedagogy shift significantly over the past 
generation. Whereas student services was not even heard of a generation ago, it is now a fundamental component 
of our school communities. Student services comprises a raft of different anti-bullying programs incorporated 
throughout all schools in Western Australia, both government and non-government. Student services provides 
psychology and chaplaincy services, and one-on-one services with student leaders and teachers. These support 
services are required in our educational community to deal with an increasingly complex society. There are 
a number of strategies in Western Australia, which I will go through if I get time today.  

Several years ago, the previous federal government introduced a program through the Safe Schools Coalition 
Australia. It was a foundation course for young Australians, funded by the commonwealth Department of 
Education and Training with $8 million over four years from 2013, to develop and implement the Safe Schools 
Coalition initiative across all states and territories. It did not come from a ministerial council meeting, and was 
not endorsed by a ministerial council meeting or by state governments, although Victoria had a very similar 
program. Although the Safe Schools Coalition was not endorsed by state governments or a ministerial council 
meeting, it was supported and funded by the then federal government and rolled out in 2013. The Safe Schools 
Coalition Australia national program is there to assist same-sex attracted, intersex and gender-diverse people and 
aims to reduce homophobic and transphobic behaviour and intersex prejudice in Australian schools and to 
increase support for, and actively include, same-sex attracted, intersex and gender-diverse students, school staff 
and families. SSCA was launched nationally on 13 June 2014 and introduced in Western Australia in September 
last year. Let us get some perspective here: it was introduced in Western Australian schools in September 2015. 
It is up to individual schools to determine whether they have that program. I have never, ever said on the public 
record—I challenge Hon Sue Ellery to find where—that I would not support the rollout. I said I would not make 
it compulsory. 

Hon Sue Ellery: No, you said you would not support the rollout. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I will not support the compulsory rollout. Hon Sue Ellery can find it for me. 

Hon Sue Ellery: I will. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: That is fine, and I will correct the record! I am telling the member now that I never 
said I will support the compulsory rollout of the Safe Schools program, and I will not. It is just absurd to support 
one program and to impose one program upon all schools for one particular cohort of students. I do not feel 
diminished as a result of the labels that have been cast my way that somehow I do not care about that cohort of 
students, because I do—just as I care for every one of the over half a million students in this great state of ours. 
Every single student is important, and that is why the programs that we have deal with every single student. 
The current rollout of SSCA has 563 member schools across the nation: 262 in Victoria; 134 in New South 
Wales; 64 in South Australia; 24 in the Australian Capital Territory; 21 in Tasmania; 31 in Queensland; and 
27 in Western Australia. In Western Australia, 23 public schools and four non-government schools participate in 
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the program. Again, let us put this in perspective: that is 27 schools from 1 117 schools in Western Australia. It 
is a program that schools can adopt. Any school in Western Australia can adopt the Safe Schools program. 
I want to make that quite clear, but I will never, ever as Minister for Education make a particular program 
compulsory—ever! I want to make that perfectly clear. 
Hon Sue Ellery: I did not ask that. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: No? I do not mind if schools adopt the program, and that is entirely up to them. I did 
say that I found that the edgier aspects of the program were simply not appropriate. A vast majority of the 
program is empathetic and supportive and fits within the criteria that were accepted in the 
Australian Curriculum. Again, I have been consistent in saying that. 
We have two sides of the coin here: one side says that we must have the program in every school and it must be 
compulsory; the other side says it wants to ban it altogether—it wants to completely ban it. Quite frankly, I do 
not agree with either side. We need some balance. The program has elements that are empathetic and supportive 
and other elements that are far too edgy. I am delighted that Professor Bill Louden recommended that those 
elements be removed, and I definitely support that. Having said that, it is entirely up to schools whether they 
adopt this program. Personally, as a former educator—my entire life has been as an educator—as soon as we get 
to the point of having programs for specific cohorts of students such as this, which are so specific, I believe we 
are going down a very narrow path, and we will create a lot of problems. Identifying and isolating a child and 
making them the focus of attention, if anything, will draw attention to that child. Those who are taking this 
self-righteous attitude that somehow philistines like me do not understand this issue really need to go back to the 
classrooms and the school environments to understand what I am talking about. I want to ensure that every single 
child gets the support they deserve. That is why I have made the comments that I have. 
As far as the review is concerned, as I said, Bill Louden is an esteemed educator. I have great respect for him and 
will continue to have respect for him. He made some terrific and very appropriate recommendations that were 
endorsed by the current federal government. Bill Louden said, basically, that the program, to a large part, is 
empathetic and supportive and fits into the national curriculum. He said, basically, that the content of the 
program’s four guidelines to reduce homophobic and transphobic behaviour and intersex prejudice, and to 
increase support for same-sex attracted and gender-diverse students was appropriate, but there were aspects of 
the All of Us component of the program–particularly those aspects that in some instances outline asking the 
students to think about life without genitalia and these sorts of things, particularly for primary school students–
that are just inappropriate. With all due respect, let us let a little boy be a little boy and a little girl be a little girl. 
I do not make an apology for that—I really do not. Support those little boys and little girls—so be it—but do not 
feel diminished if we think otherwise. Bill Louden has agreed with that and said that some of those edgier 
aspects should not be a part of the program, particularly at the primary school level. He said some of the single 
activities in those lessons may not be suitable in some class contexts and that this should be left to professional 
teacher judgement. I agree with that. We have just provided schools with autonomy, which has been fantastic 
and well received, and schools should be open and receptive to whichever program they want. I will continue to 
support that as always. I have never, ever said to a school, “Don’t take on the Safe Schools program.” I do not 
know where that came from. As I said, my comments on this have been entirely consistent. 
The review also refers to consulting with school authorities about actions they take within the school. It states — 

Guidance should be provided about the potential content of websites listed in Stand Out but not 
designed for school use and third party links or material that may appear on these websites. 

I am delighted that some of those links have been removed, because they were entirely inappropriate. Again that 
was largely the basis for why I disapproved of it. The review also explains that parental consultation is an 
imperative component of such a program. With all that said, the government has a raft of programs, and to 
suggest somehow that we are diminished in this way could not be further from the truth. Western Australia has 
a raft of anti-bullying programs to support students in our school environment. 
In addition to the formal programs, the government has put a chaplain into every school that wants one. I see the 
rolling of the eyes of members opposite; but not one school has ever said it does not want its chaplain, and 
dozens and dozens have said they want a chaplain. That is why over 500 schools have a chaplain as a result of 
that program that we put in place. In addition, we have programs such as Friendly Schools Plus, 
Aussie Optimism, Youth Promoting Alternative Thinking Strategies, Youth Mental Health First Aid, the 
Positive Parenting and “Let’s fight it together”, as well as cyber safety websites such as Cyber Strong Schools, 
Office of the Children’s eSafety Commissioner, eSmart Schools, Keep it Tame, Safe and Well Online, 
ThinkUKnow, and the Australian Communications and Media Authority. 
In the very short time I have, I want to emphasise a couple of points. I did not agree with aspects of the 
Safe Schools program. I made that quite clear. I was consistent in that. I was delighted that the current federal 
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government carried out an investigation into the Safe Schools program and made recommendations to remove 
some of those edgier aspects of the program. I thought some of those aspects were inappropriate, particularly for 
primary school students, so I was delighted with that. However, having said that, aspects of the program were 
empathetic and supportive, and I had no problems with those. But when it comes down to it, schools in 
Western Australia have been provided with autonomy and they can choose whether they want that program in 
their school. They will always have that choice. The government will not fund any aspects of the Safe Schools 
program. The program is already established, so I do not know where this $300 000 is going. I do not know what 
the opposition is going to do with its money! With that said, the government will not be provided funding, but it 
will ensure that students throughout our 1 117 schools are provided with as much support as possible and that 
every single child in a Western Australian school is made to feel supported and looked after.  
HON AMBER-JADE SANDERSON (East Metropolitan) [10.39 am]: I rise to support the motion moved by 
Hon Sue Ellery this morning on a topic that deeply affects a range of people in our community. Like many other 
members in this chamber, I have received a lot of emails and correspondence about the Safe Schools program. It 
has been active for a number of years but it is interesting that it has really come to light only over the last few 
months. I think it has been used as a political tool by members of the Canberra-based Liberal Party to put an 
enormous amount of pressure on what they see as a more moderate leader than they had previously. I think that 
is incredibly sad. This is a very important program and one that I support. It is used by a school in my electorate, 
Hampton Senior High School, and is very well utilised. In fact, we have seen an increase in the number of 
schools using the program and seeking support since the review. We can thank the good Senator Bernardi for 
that. 
The tone of the debate around this program has been very disturbing, particularly when we are talking about 
children who are experiencing enormous turmoil and internal conflict. I will never pretend to understand what it 
is like to be gay or transgender or feel as though I am in the wrong body, because I am none of those things, but 
I do understand empathy and I do understand that everyone is different. I understand that our government school 
system should support all children no matter their sexual or gender identity. That is what this program aims to 
do. I want to provide an insight into this that I think sums up the experiences of those kids quite well. An article 
published in The Age states — 

Imagine being 12 years old and seeing your name scrawled across a school toilet door next to the word 
“faggot.” Or being beaten up and spat on by a gang of classmates who discovered you were a “tranny.” 
What if you were kicked out of your football team because you weren’t “masculine” enough? These are 
really specific issues that schools need to deal with. That is why it requires a specific response. 

The Safe Schools program provides support and respectful teaching and learning communities that promote 
healthy environments for those kids. Research tells us that thousands of young people across Australia 
experience homophobic and transphobic behaviour, discrimination and isolation in schools. Some 
Western Australian schoolchildren are too scared to go to school because of the physical and verbal abuse that 
they may face. Some Western Australian schoolchildren have contemplated self-harm or have self-harmed 
because of this abuse. There are Western Australian schoolchildren who have contemplated or attempted suicide 
because of this abuse at school. Every single student has the right to feel safe and included at school, regardless 
of their gender or sexual preference. Students at safe and supportive schools have better educational outcomes—
research demonstrates this; this is a research-based program—increased confidence and improved attendance. 
The letter that Hon Sue Ellery read out demonstrates that very clearly. It is a perfect example. In short, the 
Safe Schools program protects young people and saves lives. 
I have publicly stated my support for the Safe Schools program. When I did that, I received an enormous amount 
of correspondence and responses from parents of kids who do not understand the issues that their children are 
going through. They were incredibly grateful to their school for engaging in the Safe Schools program and using 
those resources to support not only the teachers, but also the parents of these kids. The program has achieved 
a lot. Around 27 schools use it, and that figure is going up. Federally, 500 schools have voluntarily joined 
Safe Schools. Around 14 000 staff have been trained and over 50 000 resources have been provided to schools to 
make the schools more inclusive. 
I turn to the tone of the debate; frankly, it has been distressing, coming from people whom I consider to hold 
extreme views. I view Safe Schools as a mainstream program for mainstream schools because that is the way 
society is now. The Leader of the Government in the Legislative Council said very clearly that society is 
complex. We will not always understand every aspect of it and it often requires a complex and specific response, 
and that is what this program does. Some of the language used that has in the most part come out of Canberra 
and from Senator Bernardi has been utterly toxic. We have seen kneejerk reactions and heard hyperbolic 
criticism of the program and most of it is, frankly, wrong. A lot of the emails that I received listed a range of 
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materials that were on the site. I went to look for them before a lot of it was removed, and they were not there. It 
was just wrong. They certainly were not there when I looked for them. 
Hon Peter Collier: They removed a lot but they were there. 
Hon Alanna Clohesy: No; before that. 
Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: It was before then. Some of the emails that I received from people 
claimed they had seen a range of things beyond what was on the site. That just was not true. 
It is ridiculous that somehow Senator Bernardi and many other conservatives have claimed that by supporting 
differences in sexual orientation and gender identity, we will convert children at school age. Let us engage in 
a conversation of how we can support children and inspire diversity. We cannot convert anyone to become gay 
just as much as we cannot convert anyone to become a woman. We cannot convert people. It is not a lifestyle 
choice. Members of the WA Parliament who do not support same-sex marriage claim that they are already living 
the lifestyle. It is not a lifestyle! People are born that way and they should be supported in that way. 
The federal government review found that this is a good program, it is a safe program and it made some sensible 
recommendations. Labor supports those recommendations. If we look at the cost of this program versus the cost 
of other programs that have been discussed in our community, the chaplaincy program, for example, receives 
$243 million worth of funding. Chaplains are well regarded in schools and they do like them. This program 
receives $8 million in funding, which is tiny in comparison to the chaplaincy program. It is a program that 
should be supported. I certainly hope that as we continue this debate and the public debate that the tone of the 
debate remains respectful, particularly when we are talking about children. A plebiscite on same-sex marriage 
concerns me enormously. If grown adults are not able to conduct themselves sensibly and respectfully when 
talking about diversity and difference among children, how will they conduct themselves on the national forum 
on same-sex marriage? I support this program. It is an important program, one that is used in my electorate, and 
it saves lives. 
HON PETER KATSAMBANIS (North Metropolitan) [10.47 am]: I rise to speak on this motion today. 
I thank Hon Sue Ellery for bringing this matter to the house because it is an important matter that has led to 
significant public debate and discussion since concerns were raised about the content of the Safe Schools 
Coalition Australia program that has been rolled out into schools across Australia, including some schools in 
Western Australia. It should be pointed out right from the outset that the number of Western Australian schools 
that have taken up this program has been very small. There is a good reason for that, which was outlined by the 
Minister for Education. We have comprehensive resources available to schools in Western Australia to deal with 
bullying of all kinds and also to deal with other issues that arise in the context of our complex society—the sort 
of complex society that the minister highlighted in his contribution. Issues of sexuality and gender identity are 
part of that increasingly complex society. Unfortunately, some of the proponents of this program have tried to 
isolate those issues as somehow being separate and to elevate them to a more important status than all the issues 
that our young children grapple with and face today. 
In his contribution, the minister pointed out some of those issues around ethnicity, language, race, body 
identity—whether it be too small, too big or too normal—and all those other issues. Hair colour is something 
that kids get teased about at school all the time. None of those issues that lead to bullying are any less or more 
serious than any other, because bullying impacts the victim. To pull out a program and isolate it and say that here 
is an anti-bullying program when it is not, when at best it can be described as a program targeted at one specific 
area of bullying within schools, and to roll it out as an anti-bullying program is not only disingenuous, but also 
wrong. Since the debate around this program hit the public consciousness, we have increasingly found that the 
encroaching intolerance in our society has been exhibited again when dealing with people who have raised 
legitimate concerns. The people who have raised these concerns have been labelled as extremists, outsiders, 
conservatives, right-wingers and religious nutters — 
Hon Nick Goiran: Hon Sue Ellery told us that they are narrow-minded folk. 
Hon PETER KATSAMBANIS: — and narrow-minded folk. Really, what these labels are designed to do is to 
shut these people out—to cut them out of the debate and to not allow their viewpoint to be considered as normal, 
rational or somehow or other relevant or important. I have spoken in this place before about this sort of growing 
intolerance coming from sections of Australian society, which does not allow people to have a divergent or 
different opinion. In this debate it has raised itself from not only the people who are trying to debate the issue, 
but also the people who run the Safe Schools Coalition Australia program themselves. What has particularly 
concerned me is that the organisers of this program—the coordinators and project managers—have made it very, 
very clear that they want to shut parents out of this debate. I read an article written by Rebecca Urban in 
The Australian newspaper on 22 March this year in which the Safe Schools Coalition Victoria coordinator, 
Roz Ward, who is also an academic at La Trobe University, said — 
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“When people do complain then school leadership can very calmly and graciously say, ‘You know 
what? We’re doing it anyway, tough luck’!” 

The coordinator of the program does not want any debate about whether this program is good, bad or indifferent. 
Her attitude is, “Tough luck! You’re going to have to suffer it anyway”, whether parents believe it is appropriate 
for their child, age appropriate, faith appropriate or anything else. The coordinator of the Safe Schools Coalition 
program, Roz Ward, says, “Tough luck! You’re not entitled to an opinion.” What a wonderful way to run 
a society. What a wonderful way to promote what is essentially an anti-bullying program by bullying parents 
who are concerned about it to shut up. I do not accept what Roz Ward says. In the same article, Safe Schools 
Coalition project manager Joel Radcliffe, also a La Trobe University academic, was quoted as saying — 

“Parents … seem to have a lot of power (in) schools,” he said. “Parents don’t have the power to shut 
this down.” 

Who do we run our schools for? We obviously must run them for the system and not for the students or their 
parents, according to Joel Radcliffe. I welcome the fact that parents have power in schools. What this 
government has done is to empower parents to have more power in their schools through programs like 
independent public schools, where parents and local community members can have real input into what their 
schools do, how they are structured, how they are coordinated and the like. That is a positive thing. Parents 
should not be ignored in this debate. When the program coordinators and project managers express these views, 
one starts to wonder what the real agenda is. Nobody who has written to me, sent emails to me or has called me 
has suggested in any way that issues around sexuality or gender identity should be dismissed or not discussed. 
What they have expressed concerns about is some of the content of this program. Do members know what? 
When Emeritus Professor Bill Louden conducted his review, he found that some of the content needed 
guidelines and needed to be refined. Some of the worst, hidden nasties were pulled off the website before he got 
to examine the program. I have read the review a couple of times. One thing that did concern me, and perhaps it 
was because of the time involved—it was a very quick review; it was mainly a desktop audit—was that one 
group of people was not consulted. Who do members think was the one group of people that was not consulted? 
It was the parents. There is no mention in the report that parents were consulted, or any parent representative 
group for that matter. It is wrong when our society tries to cut parents out of what is taught in schools. 
The other specific issue I have with this program is that it is set out in lesson form. I thought these programs 
were ancillary programs that were meant to help schools deal with issues like bullying, but this is structured as 
some sort of lesson within the Australian Curriculum. Let us get serious about this. If teaching gender, sexuality 
and identity is part of the Australian school curriculum, then as far as I am concerned the material should be 
robustly discussed through the Australian Curriculum, Assessment and Reporting Authority process—the 
Minister for Education can correct me if I am wrong on that—and devised appropriately within the framework 
and structure of the curriculum; it should not be handpassed to a third-party group to create and particularly to 
a third-party group whose expressed views give us an opinion that it does not care what other people think and it 
certainly does not care what parents think. I am all for ensuring that no-one in our schools is bullied. I am all for 
equality — 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! The cross-chamber comments make it very hard for Hansard to concentrate on the 
comments being delivered from the member on his feet. 
Hon PETER KATSAMBANIS: Thank you, Mr President. As I was saying, I am all for equality. I am all for 
these issues being rationally discussed. I am all for everybody being able to go to school without being bullied. 
What I am not for is an ideologically driven agenda that tries to ram down one side of a very contentious issue 
and stop other people from debating it. 
HON LYNN MacLAREN (South Metropolitan) [10.57 am]: I want to express my appreciation to 
Hon Sue Ellery for bringing this motion to the house and for addressing her remarks in a very wonderful, full 
way and for reading letters from people who actually experienced bullying in school because they were gay. It is 
difficult for me to speak on this. It is not because I was bullied at school. 
Hon Sue Ellery: Can I make a suggestion? I am a crier; cold water will stop you from crying immediately. 
Hon LYNN MacLAREN: Thanks, mate. I am not usually a crier; members know that. It is difficult to speak on 
this because I have heard stories from friends that are similar to those in the letters that Hon Sue Ellery read and 
I have been at those rallies where young people who are not used to getting up in front of crowds have found 
themselves compelled to tell their story. It is quite emotional to hear a young person talk about how bullying in 
school affected them and how they managed to survive in spite of the fact that many of their peers did not. Many 
of their peers may have suffered in ways that we cannot imagine. I know that Western Australians have 
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committed suicide because they were bullied and they had failed to develop the resilience and sense of self 
needed to be able to survive in a culture that is largely unaccepting of them for being who they are. That is why 
it is emotional for me to speak on this. However, it is very important for me to speak on this, because I have long 
advocated for us to look at this problem of bullying in schools and I have been following the development of the 
Safe Schools program and its introduction in Western Australian schools for the years that I have been in 
Parliament. It has been frustrating to see that it has raised this debate and the nature of the debate being very 
contentious has not helped young people in Western Australia who are trying to discover or accept their 
identities. When we look at Bill Louden’s review and the research from academics who responded to that, we 
can see that there is significant evidence that when we call sexual and gender diversity contentious, it further 
marginalises students. To have this debate is frustrating and that is why I am emotional about it. 
We want—I am hearing some statements to that effect—every child going to school in Western Australia to feel 
safe to be who they are. That is not just to stop suicide; it is to create an environment in which young people can 
blossom, develop and become adults who can contribute to society to the fullest of their ability. It is not just for 
children who may develop into lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender, intersex people, or who knew when they were 
children that they were LGBTI people; it is for every child to be able to feel free to be different. Our school 
curriculum actually defends diversity in the school population. This program is just showing how to address 
those people who are LGBTI and how to include them and ensure that they feel safe at school. Perhaps it is 
a lack of understanding of the complex problems and needs of children who are LGBTI or queer that leads 
people to make a decision that we do not need a specific program. Research has shown that we need a specific 
program. It is necessary to combat homophobia to have a specific program to say that it is okay to be gay. That is 
not a political or ideological stance; it is the research about children growing up and what they need to feel safe. 
That is why the Safe Schools program was developed. 
Hundreds of schools around the nation have adopted this program. It has not fractured society. Victorian schools 
have embraced it for a long time. If the Minister for Education wants to make a contribution to making it safe for 
young people in schools, I want to hear him talk about where we are at with bullying. Have we addressed 
bullying? Have we stopped bullying? Have we created safe schools? Then we can talk about whether the 
government is addressing this issue of homophobia. For the minister to say that it is not appropriate to have 
a specific program for homophobic bullying goes against all the research that we have. If the minister disagrees 
with me, he needs to bring in a program that states our schools are safe and prove to me that our schools are safe 
in the way that he is trying to make them safe. That is all we want. At the end of the day, we just want them safe. 
If the minister thinks there is another way, he can show us that way. The minister has not done that. The minister 
has said that what has been adopted around Australia is not going to work here. Without having put forward 
another program that states that we can make our schools safe for all kids, whether they are gay or straight, the 
minister has not demonstrated that to us. I will continue to support those students who have told me that they 
have suffered from bullying in Western Australian schools. I would love to bring those young adults into the 
minister’s office so that he can listen to their experiences. If the minister can convince them that he has 
a program that will stop that bullying from happening, I will support that. 
Hon Peter Collier: When was the last time you were in a school? 
Hon LYNN MacLAREN: I did not go to school in Western Australia, but I can tell the minister that growing up 
in the United States as a lesbian in school was no better than growing up here. It is a tough road when you do not 
fit in to the square heteronormative culture that exists in this world. I know that the bullying culture in 
Western Australia is tough because I have listened to the kids who have survived it. All the minister has to do—
all I am asking him to do—is listen to those children who have now become young adults, thank goodness, who 
can articulate what happened to them at school and what they think the government needs to introduce so that 
children do not have to suffer like that. 
Hon Peter Collier: So it is different in WA to the rest of the nation, is it? 
Several members interjected. 
Hon Peter Collier: I am just getting some clarification; I am not having an argument. 
Hon LYNN MacLAREN: If the minister wants to discuss this with me, I would love to be in his office with 
a couple of those children, because that is what is going to take us forward, not yelling across the chamber. 
I acknowledge that we are having a very important debate and it is just the start of a conversation. As the 
minister said in his remarks, it is a very time-limited debate and all we can do is flag issues, and I am flagging 
those issues and I am sharing them with the minister. 
Much more needs to be done in Western Australia and I am delighted to hear that the Leader of the Opposition in 
this chamber has put that on the table, because we need to do that urgently. I know that there are people all 
around this chamber who agree and that there are many teachers and principals who agree. All those teachers and 
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principals who choose to adopt Safe Schools for now in their schools are to be commended, because the nature 
of this debate and the politicisation of young people who are struggling to identify their sexuality is appalling. 
Let us get above that. Let us ensure that every school in Western Australia is safe. I am including religious 
schools as well as public schools, because many of these children have survived religious schools where bullying 
is also rife. Thank you very much for the opportunity and thank you to the Leader of the Opposition for the 
opportunity to put that on the record. There is much more to be said in this debate, and I am glad that we are 
having it. 
HON PHIL EDMAN (South Metropolitan) [11:07 am]: I would like to thank Hon Sue Ellery for bringing this 
debate to the house. I somewhat disagree with this motion. The report commissioned by the federal government 
into the Safe Schools resources found—I am taking this from statements on the report by the Minister for 
Education and Training, Hon Simon Birmingham—that some of the lessons being taught in the “All of Us” 
resource were unsuitable for students, the Safe Schools materials should be given only to high school students, 
some resources should be available only from the school counsellor or psychologist because of the content and 
parents should be notified and give consent before their children are involved in this program. 
No-one would deny that schools should be safe places for children to learn, explore and develop and grow, and 
they should not be places where children are pressured to make decisions on their sexual identity or exposed to 
concepts that, basically, some of them are just too young to understand. What does this program contain? First, 
I note that in Western Australia, the program is supported by the Western Australian AIDS Council, which is 
a state-funded body. Its staff go to schools and run programs and events, and the program is linked to a number 
of organisations that supply resources for students. I am sorry if some of the content I am about to say is 
offensive, but I think that members need to know what is in some of these booklets, what is still up on the site 
and what has recently been taken down. The two resources that I will talk about are made by the organisation 
Minus18. One booklet is called “OMG I’m Queer”. I quote from page 7 — 

Sex is your physical aspects (ie your wibbly wobbly bits) … 
Gender on the other hand is how you feel in your mind. 

“Discrimination” is defined, in part, on page 31 as — 
Treating someone like crap, or less than equal because of who they are, like a school not allowing same 
sex partners to the formal or referring to someone as the wrong gender. 

That is still available on the website. The booklet that was taken down was “OMG I’m Trans”, which was far 
more explicit. It stated on page 24 — 

Spoiler alert, it’s a total lie that all guys have dicks, that all girls have vaginas, and that’s what makes 
a relationship ‘straight’ or ‘gay’. 
… 
‘Gay’and ‘lesbian’ just mean a guy who’s only into other guys or a girl who’s only into other girls—it 
doesn’t matter what they have downstairs. Genitals don’t define gender; only the person themselves 
can. So a straight guy who’s attracted to a trans woman who has a penis? Guess what—still straight! 

It goes on to give instructions on how teens can change the appearance of their gender. It states on page 30 — 
Binding is a great way to temporarily and nonsurgically reduce the size of your chest. 

It provides instructions to young girls on how to flatten their chest with bandages and special slips that go under 
their clothes. It also provides instructions on how to hide male genitals. I again quote from page 30 — 

Tucking sometimes involves a technique of placing the testicles back inside the pockets inside your 
abdomen that lie on either side of the penis … pull the penis backwards, in-between your legs. Secure 
everything and make sure it stays in place. Wearing a pair of slightly-too-tight underwear and a pair of 
tights can be a way of securing your tuck. 

Finally, there are instructions on how to create the appearance of male genitals. Again, I quote from page 30 — 
A packer is pretty much a penis to pack downstairs. Put it down your pants and hey presto! 

As many members have said during the debate, bullying is never okay, but I think it is going too far to put this in 
front of kids in high school aged 11 and 12, and it is not appropriate. 
As a father of two young boys, both of whom are at Tranby College in Rockingham, my personal opinion is that 
it is wrong. It is fair enough for 14 to 17-year-olds, who are going through puberty. I am pretty sure they see 
enough on their computers or iPhones these days, let alone what this website or this program will educate them 
about. I think it is fundamentally wrong to give this literature to children under the age of 12, who have not even 
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gone through puberty, and to put that into their minds. As parents, my wife and I are constantly watching that 
website to make sure that our children’s primary school is not included. South Thornlie, Tapping and Heathridge 
Primary Schools are supporting this program. If the Australian Labor Party and a government under 
Mark McGowan thinks it is appropriate to educate primary school children by using this sort of explicit 
material—even though some of it has been taken down; and I appreciate that—you guys really need to rethink 
that. I am not talking as a member of Parliament; I am talking as a concerned parent of two young boys. I do not 
want to get into the gay debate. I understand some people are born that way and some of it is also choice. This is 
just putting the wrong ideas into young children’s minds before they have even hit puberty. 
Hon Peter Collier: If you were in Victoria, you wouldn’t get a choice. It is compulsory. We have a choice in 
Western Australia. 
Hon PHIL EDMAN: Thank God for that, minister. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order, members! 
Hon PHIL EDMAN: I congratulate the federal government on this approach. Every member should be keeping 
an eye out so this does not hit their primary schools. The Australian Labor Party needs to have a really good look 
at itself. If it agrees that that is the right thing to be teaching young children, and if Mark McGowan, who wants 
to be the Premier of Western Australia, wants to bring this sort of thing into the state, they all need to have 
a good look at themselves. 
HON STEPHEN DAWSON (Mining and Pastoral) [11.14 am]: I, too, thank the Leader of the Opposition for 
bringing this important motion before us this morning. This, too, is an important motion to me. Members in this 
place know that I am gay. Although I was not bullied at school like many people were, I have certainly 
experienced bullying in later life, when walking down corridors, being sneered at by people using the words 
“poof” and “faggot” in hushed tones. That should not happen to anybody. This program is about ensuring that 
kids who are bullied in school—gay, lesbian, bisexual and transgender kids; who are seven times more likely to 
commit suicide than other kids in classrooms—are supported. This is about ensuring that those kids have the 
support that they need to carry on with their lives. 
This program is not compulsory anywhere. This program is provided as a resource to schools. Every element of 
this program is not compulsory. Members around the chamber have expressed concerns about elements of it, or 
third parties involved in the program, and the promotion of the program that potentially has material in it that is 
not appropriate for certain ages. This program saves lives. I have spoken to young people who have felt that this 
has helped them. I have also spoken to mothers—mothers in particular, I have to say—who have told me that 
had this program been around, their son, in one case, might be alive today. This program is about saving lives. 
Far too often and for far too long in this state we have seen young, lesbian, gay and transgender people move 
away from the towns they have grown up in or move away from this state. A lot of my generation moved to 
Sydney. People left this state over the last 10 to 20 years because we were living in the dark ages. Same-sex 
relationships between consenting adults have not been decriminalised. Many young people left this state because 
of how backward we had been in the past. I am pleased to say that over the past 15 years in particular we have 
moved very far. Western Australia is now a much safer place. But the sad reality is that young, gay, lesbian, 
bisexual and transgender kids in schools are being bullied—as are other kids, absolutely, and I take that point. 
Many kids are being bullied in Western Australian schools and right around the world. The reason for this 
program is to tackle the issue of the bullying of those kids in particular. We know it saves lives. We are told this 
by young people and by their families, and the research also shows that it saves lives. That is why we support it 
on this side of the house. 
I was very disappointed that the Prime Minister has retreated from these issues since he became Prime Minister. 
The whole nation took a collective sigh of relief when the former Prime Minister was dethroned. We held so 
much hope for the new Prime Minister, but we have seen the country move backwards in the area of social 
policy. This is a terrible indictment. 
This program is not about promoting the homosexual agenda, as opponents will tell us. It is not a gay lifestyle 
promotion program; this is a program about saving lives. This is a program about ensuring that young gay and 
lesbian kids can go to school on a daily basis and, should they be bulled, this program provides resources for the 
school community to access to help deal with those problems. They are resources to help teachers if they come 
across bullying of a young, gay, lesbian or transgender kid in a classroom. It is not compulsory. Schools choose 
whether to participate in this program. Schools get to choose every element of the program that they want to use. 
It is not forced upon anyone. It is simply there so if the issue arises, as it does, the school community can access 
it and deal with it in the classroom and can stamp out bullying. We all want to stamp out bullying throughout our 
schools. Ideally, we would stamp out bullying throughout society, but that is a bigger task. Everybody knows 
that early intervention is vital. Everybody knows that if we start with the younger generation—kids—and put 
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them on the right track and give them a proper education, it will spread throughout society. Even though our 
generation might be backward or closeted in some cases, hopefully, when those in the younger generation grow 
up, they will be more open-minded and supportive. 
This program is about acceptance of young lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender and intersex kids. It is not about 
tolerance. I think I heard a speaker say earlier that we should tolerate gay kids or disabled kids in classrooms. It 
is not about tolerance. No-one wants tolerance. It is about acceptance. It is outrageous that someone would 
suggest that we should tolerate people. We should accept them for who they are—not tolerate them, which is 
a very different thing. 
I appreciated the Leader of the Opposition reading the email from Ed Smith earlier. I, too, have some words 
from Paul van Lieshout Hunt, a young gay man who has been helped by this program. It is brief so I will read it 
out. He states — 

The Safe Schools Coalition’s ALL OF US program is an incredibly important educational tool that 
saves lives. Young people of diverse sexuality and gender are up to 7 times more likely to attempt 
suicide and this is unacceptable. Education is the way forward, awareness and support is the way 
forward. Safe Schools provides this and saves lives of teenagers and children along the way. In my own 
personal experience—If it wasn’t for diverse sexuality and gender suicide prevention services like 
Safe Schools and the Freedom Centre, I wouldn’t be alive today. 

This program has obviously helped people out there. I am appalled by certain opponents of this program, 
particularly the member for Southern River in the other place, whose comments on this issue have been 
appalling. He has been saying that it is a gay, lesbian and transgender lifestyle promotion program and that the 
militant gay and lesbian lobby is trying to get into our schools to normalise what he considers to be the LGBTI 
agenda. These are not militant people; these are parents, teachers, principals and people from all walks of society 
who see issues of bullying in the school classroom that are costing the lives of young LGBTI people. This is 
about a certain section of the community deciding that enough is enough. We have to stop lives from being lost. 
We have to do something about it. Absolutely we should run all sorts of bullying programs; it needs to be 
stamped out. However, this is a very important program. 

I know that other people want to speak. I could speak on this issue for days it is such an important issue. I am 
very pleased and proud to be a member of the Labor Party that supports this policy. Should the federal 
government remove funding for this program and should the Labor Party get elected, we will ensure that the 
program is funded, because we believe that kids in our schools in Western Australia deserve a quality education; 
they deserve to be accepted and to live long and contributing lives. That is what this program ensures. 

HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [11.23 am]: Only two and a half minutes are left for the debate, 
so I will make some brief remarks about the motion put forward by the Leader of the Opposition. What is 
interesting is that Labor, in all forms, whether in Western Australia or nationally, was outraged at the idea of 
a review of this program. It took a lot of effort by hardworking, courageous individuals to even have a review. 
The result of the review, as Hon Sue Ellery went to great pains to point out, included the removal of certain 
aspects of the program; in other words, had the review not taken place, those aspects of the program would still 
be in place. Where was the Labor Party then and where is it now? It now says that the Safe Schools Coalition 
Australia program is a good thing, but it said that previously. It said that when there were inappropriate elements 
in the program—the things that Hon Phil Edman drew to our attention today and the things that the member for 
Southern River has brought to our attention on a number of occasions, which Hon Stephen Dawson said he was 
highly offended by. If it were not for the review, those things would still be in place and they would still be 
accessible to primary school students. The Labor Party has not said anything whatsoever about that. It has not 
congratulated people for ensuring that the review took place. In fact, all that Hon Sue Ellery has done today is 
attempt to trick those of us who have not been reading the documentation and tell us that the findings of the 
review included that the material provided encourages schools to develop their own plan for choosing among 
and implementing the resources in accordance with normal teacher professional judgment. 

Hon Sue Ellery: That’s exactly what it does. It’s straight out of the review. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: According to Hon Sue Ellery, those words are straight out of the review. I will be taking 
this up during members’ statements. I hope that Hansard has recorded that and I will make sure that I take that 
up when I have a little more time. 

Motion lapsed, pursuant to standing orders. 
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