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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PORTFOLIO - FORMER MINISTER 
Matter of Public Interest 

THE SPEAKER (Mr F. Riebeling):  Today I received a letter from the Leader of the Opposition seeking to 
debate as a matter of public interest the following motion - 

That this house condemns the Labor government for its failure to provide proper safeguards for children 
that are under the care and protection of the state, due to the mismanagement of the community 
development portfolio, and calls upon the Premier to remove the former Minister for Community 
Development, the current Minister for Indigenous Affairs, Tourism, and Culture and the Arts, from 
cabinet. 

If sufficient members agree to this motion, I will allow it. 

[At least five members rose in their places.] 

The SPEAKER:  The matter shall proceed on the usual basis. 

MR P.D. OMODEI (Warren-Blackwood - Leader of the Opposition) [2.55 pm]:  I move - 

That this house condemns the Labor government for its failure to provide proper safeguards for children 
that are under the care and protection of the state, due to the mismanagement of the community 
development portfolio, and calls upon the Premier to remove the former Minister for Community 
Development, the current Minister for Indigenous Affairs, Tourism, and Culture and the Arts, from 
cabinet. 

This is a most serious matter.  It is not often that the opposition calls for the removal of a minister, and it is 
unfortunate that it has sought to do that twice in two weeks.  The subject of this matter of public interest is 
serious.  The government cannot have it both ways.  The government cannot laud the state newspaper when it 
suits it, and criticise it on other occasions.  I will illustrate the litany of headlines in both the state and national 
newspapers on this issue and the way the Department for Community Development and the former minister have 
handled that portfolio.  Some of the headlines in copies of August issues of The West Australian read, “Baby 
tragedy ‘deserves probe’”, “Disastrous DCD reflects failure of ministerial responsibility”, “Families are 
ignored”, “State of child danger remains”, “Baby’s gran pleaded to meet McHale”, “Minister failed in her duty 
of care”, “Minister told of baby basher’s violent past”, “Premier lauds McHale at time of baby tragedy”, 
“‘Horrific’ death rate for kids”, “DCD blamed for infant’s death” and “Wherever trail starts, buck must stop 
somewhere”.  

Those headlines tell the story of what happened to baby Scale and allude to a range of other issues.  We have 
seen this government’s appalling record in relation to the Department for Community Development.  The 
statistics indicate that the number of children abused in state-assessed foster homes has risen to almost 200 
during this government’s term and during the time the member for Kenwick was Minister for Community 
Development.  The future of those almost 200 kids has been potentially destroyed because of the incompetence 
of one minister and her government’s inability to properly manage a system that looks after the most vulnerable 
people in our society.  To this government’s everlasting shame, almost 200 children were taken from their homes 
because they were considered to be unsafe and placed in alternative homes that were meant to be safe.  The 
number of children younger than 14 years with sexually transmitted diseases, including syphilis, gonorrhoea and 
chlamydia, has more than doubled during the Labor government’s term.  More than 700 cases of children, 
including infants with sexually transmitted diseases, have been reported under this Labor government’s watch.  

Between 2001 and 2004, there were 16 notifications of sexual abuse of children aged three years or under, and a 
further 55 notifications of children aged between four and 12.  That equates to three classrooms of children.  
Almost one-third of all wards of the state have allegedly been abused while in foster care.  In another disgraceful 
incident, a child was molested by a piano teacher who was handpicked by DCD.  Furthermore, in responding to a 
case in which a mother had dumped her baby in a rubbish bin, the member for Kenwick said it was her goal to 
reunite the baby with the mother.  The nub of the issue is that Department for Community Development staff 
have been Labor Party appointments and have not had the judgment to enable them to deal with these matters 
appropriately.   

We have seen the former minister respond to the appalling rate of child abuse at Halls Creek by taking a trip to 
Halls Creek, and then sitting in an airconditioned bus and failing to even get out of that bus to discuss those 
matters with the people there.  We have seen the Auditor General slam the government’s implementation of the 
recommendations from the Gordon inquiry.  We have seen the Gwenn Murray report, which found that some 
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children in residential care had been in up to 18 previous homes, that one-third of children in residential care had 
been abused by another child in their placement, and that five people responsible for the harm in eight instances 
were residential workers.  We have seen DCD staff forced to close the doors of their offices on a number of 
occasions, pointing clearly to the fact that the government has not properly resourced the Department for 
Community Development; obviously the caseloads are far too high and those matters are not being dealt with 
appropriately.  We have seen this government let loose in our community a group of people from other states, 
putting children at risk.  I refer to those people who have records as paedophiles.  We know that 700 people in 
the community in this state have records of child abuse and paedophilia.  What does the government do to 
address those issues?  It does very little or nothing at all.  We have seen the finding that more than half the 
number of Western Australian children who died between July 2003 and June 2005 had some kind of contact 
with the Department for Community Development before their deaths; that is, 94 children - or 53 per cent - of 
the 176 who died during the 2003-04 and 2004-05 financial years had some kind of contact with DCD prior to 
their deaths. 

At the same time as Wade Scale died, 79 other children who were known to DCD also died.  One of the most 
disgraceful and tragic events is Wade Scale’s plight.  That plight was ignored by the former minister, the former 
Premier and other ministers.  It was that disregard that resulted in his death.  The minister had the information in 
front of her, she failed to deal with it, and the child died as a result of her ignoring that information.  The blame 
must be borne by the minister.  Ultimately, under the Westminster system of government, responsibility resides 
with the minister of the Crown, and certainly with the government of the day.  This minister has failed to take 
that responsibility.  The government cannot change the minister’s responsibility.  Those matters will not be 
resolved by simply shifting the minister from the community development portfolio to the indigenous affairs 
portfolio.  Those matters were there, and the minister failed to deal with them.  The minister was incompetent.  
The community development portfolio was beyond this minister’s capability.  The government knows it and the 
Premier knows it, and the Premier should do something about it.  There is no doubt that the current Minister for 
Indigenous Affairs and former Minister for Community Development has failed the families of Western 
Australia and those children who died as a result of DCD and the minister not being across the portfolio and not 
implementing adequate safeguards to protect those children. 

I call on the Premier of Western Australia to remove this minister from her portfolio because she is not 
competent to hold it.  The Premier knows that is the case, and he should act accordingly and remove her as soon 
as possible. 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [3.03 pm]:  I thought the Premier might stand and defend his minister, but I am 
sure he will do that in a moment. 

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  I will. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Okay. 

I want to bring to the attention of the house the fact that back in 2001-03 I was the shadow Minister for 
Community Development.  I have files in my electorate office a foot or so thick about problems that went on 
while the current Minister for Indigenous Affairs was the Minister for Community Development.  I echo the 
comments of the Leader of the Opposition when he calls on the Premier to do what he as the Premier of Western 
Australia must do, because obviously the minister is not going to do the right thing under the Westminster 
system.  The member for Yokine had the good grace to do the right thing; he took the honourable action and 
resigned as a minister when he had some issues.  The member for Ballajura did the right thing when he had some 
issues.  I have to tell members that the issues of those two former ministers are nothing compared with the issues 
that confront the Minister for Indigenous Affairs in this place today.  For five years, she was the minister 
responsible for protecting the safety of children in Western Australia.  She did not do the right thing.  She should 
have had a hands-on approach.  She was fully aware of the problems that occurred with the family referred to by 
the Leader of the Opposition; not only the family but also I made her aware.  As I said, I have a folder of 
information about a foot thick on this matter.  I have brought with me today a few pieces that I want to share 
with the Parliament.  I want to share something with the Premier.  He might not have seen the letters I am about 
to read, unless he has done some digging through the previous Premier’s files.  The previous Premier, Geoff 
Gallop, received a letter dated 11 November 2002, a copy of which was sent to Sheila McHale, Minister for 
Community Development, which states - 

The following letter has been sent to The Premier of Western Australia, Dr G I Gallop.  Please read all 
of the contents of this letter and help us to help Ben Thomas Scale age 2 years 5 months and Wade 
Michael Scale age 3 months. 

There is not enough time for me to read all this information.  There is a whole history of information that I am 
holding in my hand that I want to share with somebody, because this government and the previous Premier’s 
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government had the most incompetent Minister for Community Development that I have ever known.  This letter 
outlines all the fears for and details about those abused children - the ones who were continually taken away and 
given back as though they were some sort of reward for both those parents being either a good girl or a good boy 
for a week or so.  They were given back their toys - the children - and then more damage occurred.  The 
importance of this letter is that it is headed - 

URGENT TOP PRIORITY URGENT 
Has the Premier seen that letter?  It is on the file somewhere.  The Premier’s minister would have it on her file.  
Does the minister remember that letter? 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  It says “top priority”. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  It is headed - 

URGENT TOP PRIORITY URGENT 
It outlines all the problems that had been going on.  These parents were habitual drug addicts, yet the minister, as 
she had the ultimate responsibility, allowed those children to go back to those parents after years of abuse and 
drug-taking that went on and on and on.  It was not long after this that young Wade Scale died.  The minister was 
derelict in her duty.  She was like the captain of the Titanic.   

Dr S.C. Thomas:  At least he went down with the ship. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  As my colleague said, he went down with the ship.  That is what the minister should do.  
She should have the good grace to hand her warrant back to the Governor today - not tomorrow - because she is 
not competent to be a minister.  The reason I am saying all this is that as soon as I got notification of this letter in 
2002, I sent through to the minister as a matter of urgency a fax dated 22 November 2002 outlining all these 
problems and my concerns about why the minister should take action.  I received a reply from the minister dated 
18 December.  She probably thought that she had better get something back to Johnson because it was almost 
Christmas.  I will quote a couple of things she said in the letter to me that indicates that the minister was aware 
of all this; if she was not aware, she should be ashamed of herself.  Apart from the letter from the family, of 
which the minister received a copy, there was another letter detailing year by year the problems that those 
children had been facing, the drug addiction of those parents, the prison sentences that the de facto partner had 
been serving, and the family goods that had been stolen.  The whole family were pleading with the minister.  I do 
not have time to read the whole letter from the family, but I will read the last sentence.  It states in capital letters 
in bold - 

PLEASE DO NOT LET BEN AND HIS BROTHER WADE BECOME SAD STATISTICS OF 
THIS STATE. 

That is what the letter to the minister said.  The Premier keeps praising the minister as being an outstanding 
minister.  Outstanding for what - presiding over a department that is in crisis; or for presiding over a department 
that has allowed children to die, be sexually abused and neglected?  How can the Premier say that she is an 
outstanding minister?  On 18 December 2002 she wrote a letter to me.  It was mainly in relation to Ben, because 
young Wade was only three months old at the time.  She wrote - 

Ben was apprehended due to issues of neglect, his parents’ drug use, lack of stable accommodation and 
domestic violence.  Since this time, Ben’s parents have made significant gains in addressing the issues 
that resulted in the concerns about Ben and are now stable in their accommodation.   

After careful consideration of the issues involved, the Department concluded that it is in Ben’s best 
interest to be reunified with his parents.  Ben returned to the care of his parents on 25 November after a 
transition period.   

The Department and other professional services are focussed on working positively with this family and 
building on their strengths. 

What strengths did the family have?  What strengths did his parents - the de facto partners - have?  They were 
drug users.  The letter uses the words of the minister, not the department.  They are her words to me. 

There are so many areas to cover in the correspondence I have in front of me.  There is not enough time to read it 
all.  I will pick out one or two letters.  A letter to the former Premier, Dr Geoff Gallop, stated in its first line - 

PLEASE HELP US TO HELP BEN THOMAS SCALE, AGE 2 YEARS 5 MONTHS 

This was a plea of desperation from the family.  How the Premier can sit there and sing the praises of his 
minister, God only knows.  Nobody in this house knows.  Even members on his side of the house must hang 
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their heads in shame and amazement that the minister is still a minister.  When will the Premier take some 
positive action?  Obviously, the minister will not do the right thing.  She will not tender her resignation, although 
she should.  Any decent minister in a Westminster system would do that.  Any decent minister knows that the 
buck stops with him or her.  If the minister will not do that, why does the Premier not?  The opposition asked 
questions in question time to try to get to the truth of this matter. 

I return to the trip to the Gold Coast by the grandparents and the two daughters.  The Premier said in question 
time that they went because the grandparents asked to go on a holiday. 

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  That was the advice I was given. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Fine.  They asked to have a holiday.  What was the reason behind the minister approving 
that financial expenditure to the grandparents?  Money is not given to people just because they ask to go on a 
holiday.  Why was the holiday funded?  Was it guilt?  It should have been.  Was the government trying to buy 
them off in order to shut them up?  The government knew that they spoke out in 2002; the whole family spoke 
out.  It was not just the grandparents. 

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  When was the holiday - 2002? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No.  The holiday was after Wade Scale died.  The minister had all the information in 
November and December 2002.  I am absolutely staggered.  If I had been the minister responsible for the 
portfolio, there is no way I would have allowed incompetent staff in the department to put children back in 
danger.  They have been backwards and forwards so many times.  They have been abused, sexually and 
physically, and neglected.  When Department for Community Development officers visited the homes to check, 
they saw all sorts of drug paraphernalia.  They found drugs in a manhole and syringes left in a bum bag.  That is 
what the department and the minister allowed the children to go back to.  I have since heard that the minister 
refused to meet Wade’s grandmother.  Is that true? 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  The minister is pretending to have a conversation rather than answer the question. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The minister is under pressure here.  She should not try to ignore the problem, because it 
will not go away.  We will not let it go away, I promise that to the minister.  We will not let it go away until we 
see the minister either hand in her resignation or the Premier have the guts to get rid of her.  Why did the 
minister refuse to meet the grandmother?  She agreed for the grandparents to go on a trip. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Not until the child was dead. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Exactly, as my colleague said.  I do not know how the minister can do it; I do not know 
how she can sit there and make out that she is having a conversation with another member when she has this sort 
of thing hanging over her head.  The minister has to take responsibility for things that happened in her portfolio.  
I am sorry, but she does.  That is why she gets paid a lot of money and has a driver and a car and all the other 
perks of being a minister.  If the minister is not up to the job, she should do the right thing.  She should do what 
the member for Yokine did and what the member for Ballajura did.  She should hand back her warrant and go to 
the back bench.  Quite frankly, what the minister allowed to happen is far worse than what her two colleagues 
did.  Nobody ended up dead because of their actions or the issues they faced.  Nobody ended up being sexually 
abused or physically abused.  Nobody ended up being neglected.  I can tell the minister one thing: she will not be 
a minister much longer, because if she does not hand in her resignation or the Premier does not sack her, I can 
assure her that the people of Western Australia will.  It will not be at the next election, because there will be so 
much pressure on the Premier to do the right thing now.  He should show that he is a man of leadership.  He 
should get a new minister to take the place of the present minister. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  You are barking up the wrong tree. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am not.  I think the Treasurer is.  The government will suffer for this. 

DR E. CONSTABLE (Churchlands) [3.17 pm]:  We all know that when children are placed in the care and 
protection of the state they are usually children who have already experienced gross disruption in their lives.  
Most of them have experienced harm of one sort or another.  They are placed in care and protection to keep them 
from suffering more harm and neglect.  Therefore, they are very vulnerable children.  They require protection.  
The problem is that, over the past 10 or so years, too many of these vulnerable children have suffered further 
harm and abuse when they have been taken from their dysfunctional families and placed in the care and 
protection of the Department for Community Development. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  That is a problem, isn’t it? 
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Dr E. CONSTABLE:  I have said that before.  I do not have five minutes to spare to talk to the Treasurer.  He 
can talk on this later.   

The Department for Community Development is unable to guarantee the safety and security of vulnerable 
children in its care and protection.  That is a very serious matter for us.  The minister under scrutiny this 
afternoon presided for five years over this dysfunctional department.  During that time the situation became 
worse.  I am concerned that she is now the Minister for Indigenous Affairs.  How can we possibly have 
confidence in her to do anything to improve the lot of Aboriginal children, especially those who are subjected to 
neglect, abuse and drugs, and receive little or no education?  That is the problem we are now dealing with.   

Let us have a little history lesson.  Between 1993 and 2003, 253 children were harmed while in the care and 
protection of the state.  Those are the substantiated cases.  It was bad enough under the Court government, but 
the weight of substantiation increased under the former minister’s watch.  In 2001 there were 27 cases.  In 2002 
there were 30.  In 2003 there were 38.  These are shocking figures.  Who is responsible for this appalling 
situation?  In 2004 we debated in this house a motion that I moved for a select committee to inquire into children 
harmed whilst under the care and protection of the state.  The minister brushed it aside as politically motivated.  I 
can assure the minister that it was not politically motivated; certainly not from my point of view.  I was 
concerned about those children then and I am concerned about them now, and I have continued to ask questions 
in this area ever since, but there has been no improvement in the situation whatsoever.  From July 2005 to May 
2006, there were 159 allegations of harm in care, with 17 substantiations during that period.  There are always a 
large number of cases being investigated.  No argument could be put forward by any member that would defend 
those figures; they are indefensible.  It is bad enough to have one child harmed; but to have hundreds of children 
alleging physical, emotional and sexual abuse and neglect during the five years the former minister held the 
portfolio is unacceptable.  Scores of those allegations have been substantiated.  This state has a dysfunctional 
department that has high staff turnover; inexperienced staff who lack judgment; poor screening of foster and 
other carers; and inadequate and ineffective policies and practices in the department.  The department fails to 
adequately respond to allegations of harm, and its staff have overwhelmingly large caseloads.  The Court 
government failed; the Gallop government failed; the former minister failed; and the Director General of the 
Department for Community Development has failed.  Where are the director general’s key performance 
indicators?  If we saw them, we would soon find out that she had failed miserably.  If the Carpenter government 
and the new minister continue down the path they are on, they, too, will miserably fail the children of this state 
who need their care and protection. 

MR A.J. CARPENTER (Willagee - Premier) [3.21 pm]:  I take the opportunity to again put on record my 
support for the minister.  This issue was raised in Parliament each day last week; it is being raised again today, 
and as long as the issue continues to be raised, I will continue to defend the minister.  The minister was 
outstanding in her role as Minister for Community Development.  She continues at the same level as Minister for 
Indigenous Affairs; Tourism; and Culture and the Arts.   

In direct response to the motion, I say once again that the death of Wade Scale is a matter of profound sadness.  
There is great tragedy and great distress in the detail of this case.  It is a matter of profound sadness that these 
events have taken place in our community.  Members need to take into consideration that when the minister 
sought advice on this matter, the advice provided to her from the Department for Community Development, 
from case managers and from two non-government organisations was that Wade Scale could stay with his 
parents. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Don’t blame it on them.  They played a very, very small role. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I am not. 

The minister did not ignore the case and did not ignore the advice.  As I said in this Parliament last week, we are 
not dealing with information that can be pumped into a calculator and a result spat out.  We are dealing with 
human beings, with all the strengths and weaknesses of human beings.  We are dealing with people who live in 
circumstances that are almost unimaginable to mainstream society.  The circumstances of life for some families 
and individuals within our community - blessedly, a relatively small number - are so dysfunctional that they are 
as difficult to make judgments about at the time as they are easy to make retrospective judgments about.  I have 
absolutely no doubt that the minister acted with the best intentions and with the best advice that was available to 
her.  The coroner has already reflected upon that advice, and he said - 

It would appear that the Minister was not kept reliably informed as to the limited ability of the 
department to work with the family. 

. . . 
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It is clear from the above that contrary to information being provided to the family, the Minister and 
others, the management practices in place for the protection of the deceased were neither secure nor 
intensive. 

The advice provided to the minister was unreliable.  It does not reflect upon the minister. 

In support of the motion, those opposite have quoted from or referred to a series of newspaper headlines.  I give 
absolutely no weight to a series of newspaper headlines.  Those opposite talked about the alleged incompetence 
of the minister and the department.  I refer back to the previous ministers; the ministers who performed this role 
during the Liberal Party’s time in government.  There was Minister Roger Nicholls and Minister Cheryl 
Edwardes, whose competence I did not question.  There was also Minister Rhonda Parker. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  You’re talking about 13 or 14 years ago. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Was it?  Then there was Minister June van de Klashorst.  That is the historical context 
of the competence of the people who have filled the role, and of the department.  The Leader of the Opposition 
referred to Halls Creek.  I have been to Halls Creek, and seen all the infrastructure that is in place there.  I have 
spoken to the people in Halls Creek and sat at the Dinner Camp.  I have spoken to them about all the processes 
and improvements that have been put in place in Halls Creek.  The government has responded positively to the 
issues at Halls Creek.  I refer to the government’s first term, when this tragic event took place, and the 
opposition’s reference to the minister’s current role as Minister for Indigenous Affairs, and the questions she was 
asked about children in indigenous families.  It is very enlightening to look at our performance across the child 
protection spectrum and compare it with the performance of the previous government.  I remember very well the 
debate about whether we should close down the Robert Bropho Swan Valley Nyungah Community camp. 

Ms S.E. Walker interjected.  

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Yes, I remember it very well. 

Ms S.E. Walker interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  I call the member for Nedlands to order for the second time.  I remind her that she 
does not have the call, and that she knows how to seek a proper interjection. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I remember very clearly the response we got from the other side of politics. 

Ms S.E. Walker interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Was that the member for Nedlands?  If it was, she is on three and she is out of here.  
I will accept her word that it was not her - this time. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  We announced that we were closing the Swan Valley Nyungah Community camp, and 
announced the reasons we were doing so.  I remember very clearly the response.  I remember very clearly a 
speech made in this place on 15 May 2003 by a member of the opposition - Mr Sweetman, the member for 
Ningaloo - reflecting upon the Court government.  I remember very clearly the examples he provided about his 
disappointment with the previous government’s response to issues that he had raised in relation to the safety of 
indigenous women in his electorate.  I remember what he said and I can quote it.  He said - 

One example of the problems that exist in other Aboriginal communities in Western Australia - 

He was speaking in support of the government’s shutting the Swan Valley Nyungah Community camp - 

is the women’s refuge in Carnarvon.  To give a snapshot of the problem, the temporary facility has been 
operating in Carnarvon for about three or four years.  I think I mentioned in the Parliament either earlier 
this year or last year that in the 10-month period from January to October last year about 355 women 
went through that refuge.  Only six of those women were non-Aboriginal. . . . I managed to get the 
former Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, Hon Kim Hames, to come to Carnarvon.  Kim Hames is a 
wonderful and very compassionate man, but because he was under so much pressure from Aboriginal 
people in very high and significant places who were giving him information, he did not directly 
intervene in the problem.  I remember my embarrassment . . .  

The member for Ningaloo was embarrassed and the previous government was embarrassed, but the problem 
continued because the government did absolutely nothing.  A series of ministers were either sacked, forced to 
resign or lost their seats in Parliament at the subsequent election.  That is the record of the previous government.  
It appointed a series of ministers who were so incompetent they were either sacked, forced to resign and/or were 
thrown out of Parliament by the electorate.  The record of the previous government is revealed not by us, but by 
a former member of its own side - deep embarrassment and shame that it did nothing. 
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Now, member for Churchlands, there is a government that is prepared to act.  The government was prepared to 
get rid of the Robert Bropho Nyungah Community against the hysterical opposition that was coming from the 
Liberal Party at the time.  

Mr C.J. Barnett:  You are lying to the Parliament. 

Withdrawal of Remark 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  I ask the member for Cottesloe to withdraw that remark. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I withdraw, but I would welcome a debate on that point. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I concede the point in relation to the member for Cottesloe, personally.  

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected.  

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  I ask the member for Cottesloe to desist from adding anything to a ruling from this 
Chair.  

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I concede that point, but the member knows exactly what I am talking about.  The 
present government, under the former Premier, was prepared to take on the single most intractable issue - abuse 
in Aboriginal communities - at a time when most people had either been hysterical in their opposition to that 
move or thought that there was no point and it was all too hard.  That was the attitude of the previous 
government.  The present government set up the Gordon inquiry, which went directly to the heart of the issue - 
the protection of women and children in Aboriginal communities.  When the recommendations came down, we 
acted upon them.  If members are to quote from newspapers, I prefer to quote from The Australian.  Only last 
week, on 17 August, an article appeared, coincidental to the present debate, that read - 

Psychologist Darrel Henry, who sat on the three-person Gordon inquiry and works extensively with 
Aboriginal communities, says Western Australia is “at least three steps ahead of other states” in dealing 
with abuse issues, largely due to the $75 million spent on implementing the inquiry’s recommendations. 

“The money has been used quite creatively,” he says, citing multi-function police centres staffed by 
police and social workers and a Strong Families program in which social workers act as brokers 
between families and government agencies who can help them. 

This government has been prepared to act.  This government took the lid off abuse in Aboriginal and non-
Aboriginal families.  I will give the member for Churchlands a little bit of advice: that is why we have those 
figures.  The government is prepared to look the problem in the eye and demand action, instead of being terrified 
to act, as the previous government was.  The previous government was more interested in going on fishing trips 
in the north west.  That was the content of the opposition’s approach to indigenous issues in the north west - 
organising fishing trips.  For the past five and a half years, the present government has been prepared to act on 
these issues.  That is why those figures exist.  The lid is off.  The government is looking at the problem squarely 
in the face and doing things about it.   

The nature of this business tells us that there will be tragedies.  There are tragic circumstances, and it is so easy 
in hindsight to say that the opposite, or something else, should have been done.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  I told you what you should do. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  There were conflicting streams of information, and the member knows that.  The 
minister did as she was required to do, and took the professional advice on this case, advice that came from more 
than one source.  I refer the member back to the coroner’s inquiry.  The coroner has inquired into this matter.  It 
was not a political inquiry or one driven in part by political motives, but a coronial inquest.  The coroner made 
his findings, which sit there for everybody to read quite dispassionately, divorced from the to and fro of political 
debate.  The coroner did not criticise the minister. 

I have worked with this minister from the time we were first sworn into government and cabinet.  She is a highly 
competent and diligent minister and, as I said last week, everybody in this Parliament knows that.  There is a 
political pressure point to be squeezed at the moment, and so that pressure point is being squeezed.  At the base 
of this there is a human tragedy and, after all this political debate goes away, that human tragedy will still be 
there as a reminder to us of the incredibly difficult circumstances involved.  

Mr R.F. Johnson:  There is more than one human tragedy.  This was a whole family. 
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Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I know.  This tragedy will be a reminder to us of the incredibly difficult circumstances 
that people in these roles in the Department for Community Development and the non-government agencies have 
to work with.  It is extremely difficult to get people to be caseworkers, because it is incredibly complex, difficult 
and heartrending work.  Sometimes it is saddening work.  However, those people who go into the role for the 
best of motivations must make judgments about people.  Sometimes those people are capricious, sometimes they 
are dishonest, sometimes they are skilled at deception, and sometimes they will do or say anything.  Sometimes 
they are people whose lives are so dysfunctional that it defies understanding.  Judgments were made in this case.  
I do not condemn the people who made the judgments.  I do not condemn them for providing the minister with 
advice that was later found to be unsound.  I do not condemn them for that because I believe that nobody in those 
circumstances would have willingly or knowingly done anything to imperil that young child.  

In relation to the motion before the house, I have total confidence in my ministerial colleague.  Yes, this is a very 
difficult circumstance.  It is not the first time such a case has occurred.  There were deaths during the time of the 
previous government.  That does not lessen the tragedy, but it does not mean that the minister who was presiding 
over this particular incident did anything other than act in a most professional way.  As found by the coroner, the 
advice was unreliable.  This matter will be pursued again and again; I understand that.  That is the nature of 
politics.  These issues will be pursued over and over again.  My judgment of my minister is that she is an 
excellent minister, who has presided over one of the most difficult portfolios.  It is a portfolio that has shredded 
previous ministers, and brought them to tears and to the point of resignation in this chamber, because they could 
not handle the pressure.  That is what has happened to previous ministers.  

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Who? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Rhonda Parker.  She was brought to tears in this chamber and resigned the portfolio 
because it was too difficult for her.  It is one of the most difficult portfolios, and the minister enjoys my full 
support.  

DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [3.40 pm]:  The motion we are debating reads - 

That this House condemns the Labor government for its failure to provide proper safeguards for 
children that are under the care and protection of the state, due to the mismanagement of the community 
development portfolio, . . .  

I support that motion.  Like many members in this house, I was in this place during the budget debate when the 
public gallery was full of staff from the Department for Community Development.  I expect that many members 
of Parliament have also been lobbied by those officers since that process.  They made me aware of the lack of 
staff in the area and the fact that this issue is not new.  The government has been aware of the problems.  It is no 
good the government saying that it is doing something.  It has been in government for over five years and the 
problem is still there.  The problems are continuing.  It is time the government actually did something and put 
some proper funding into this area.   

MS S.M. McHALE (Kenwick - Minister for Indigenous Affairs) [3.41 pm]:  The death of any baby or child 
is, indeed, a tragedy for the family members.  The story of Wade Scale and his family is also very tragic.  I have 
already expressed my sorrow to Mrs Jakins and the family.  I will confine myself during this matter of public 
interest to explain the actions taken by the Department for Community Development and the basis upon which I 
took its advice.  As ministers and as members of Parliament, by necessity we rely on the professional judgment 
and advice of public servants and others in the agencies we oversee.  With the material in front of me at the time, 
including the briefing notes and verbal advice from the agency, the department’s decision not to remove the boys 
in November 2002 appeared justified.  To observe the case in hindsight, which is understandably what everyone 
is doing, may give a different context.   

In November 2002 I received correspondence from the family that members have spoken about expressing 
concerns about the boys who were in the care of their parents, Mr Scale and Ms Jakins.  When Wade was born in 
August 2002, an investigation and protective assessment was made because of the department’s initial concerns 
for the parents’ ability to safely care for Wade.  At the time I was advised that the couple had made positive 
changes to their lifestyle, including securing stable accommodation.  At the time of Wade’s birth the department 
and the couple agreed to certain conditions, signing a contract on 26 August 2002 that included the involvement 
of Mofflyn Intensive Family Services.  On the basis of the above and with the intense departmental movement, 
Wade was able to remain in his parents’ care.   

In November 2002 I was advised that Ms Jakins and Mr Scale had made positive progress as follows: 
maintaining stable accommodation, they had engaged and participated with Mofflyn; they were undertaking 
random urinalysis; and they were undertaking various forms of counselling, including working with 
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Relationships Australia.  The reports received by the department about Mofflyn’s involvement with the couple 
indicated at the time that they had shown a strong commitment to addressing their parenting and other related 
issues.  During this time I was advised that the parents had adequately demonstrated their ability to provide a 
safe and protective environment for Wade and his brother, who is, by the way, a ward of the state.  Therefore, I 
caution people about disclosing his identity.  Mofflyn was to continue to work with the family and formulate a 
plan of contacts with the family, including scheduled and unscheduled home visits and continuing liaison with 
other agencies involved with the family.  Mr Scale was to regularly access counselling regarding anger 
management issues.   

I was informed at the time that since July 2002 the parents had been participating in random urinalysis.  I was 
advised that the results had not detected any drug that fell outside the range of Mr Scale’s required medication 
regime.  From this point I had no further written contact with the family.  In February 2003 my office sought an 
update on the family from the department and was told that everything was still going to plan and that the 
families had engaged well.  I was also advised and given to believe that, in summary, over an eight-month period 
since Wade’s birth, departmental case managers, two private agencies and a departmental contact supervisor 
were in regular contact with the family and all were satisfied that the children’s care was appropriate.  Of course, 
the tragic death has inevitably put a very different complexion on the management of this case.  There were 29 
visits to this family from December to July, including at least 18 from the organisation that was carrying out the 
drug management.   

The report of the Child Death Review Committee, an independent committee established as a result of the 
Gordon inquiry to investigate deaths of children who were known to the department, found that the service 
provision was generally of a high standard.  The committee made seven recommendations, all of which the 
department supported and all of which formed the basis for my instruction to the department for improvement of 
case practice.  I remind members that this occurred after the death of Wade.  After every death there is an 
investigation into the department’s role and recommendations are made where necessary.  Those seven 
recommendations all form the basis of my instruction to the department for improvement of case practice.  These 
included issues of staff supervision, the role of relevant extended family members and the need for better expert 
advice for parents, and for working with parents, who have a drug history. 

As the Premier has said, as a former responsible minister in this area, I have had to deal with hundreds of tragic, 
sad cases.  Antecedents of this case are not isolated.  My overall objective as minister, right up until I became 
Minister for Indigenous Affairs, was for the department to improve case practice to expose the extent of abuse in 
care, deal with the underlying forces and improve resources.  I believe that we have endeavoured to do that, but, 
again, by the same conclusion, Wade’s death is a tragic death.  We all feel regret and sorrow.  I certainly do.   

MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah - Minister for Community Development) [3.49 pm]:  I have a short 
time to make some comments.  I know the Treasurer also wishes to make some comments.  This afternoon we 
have heard the background of this tragedy from the Premier and the former Minister for Community 
Development.  I mirror and share the deep concern and sorrow that all of us in this place acknowledge with this 
tragedy.  As the Minister for Indigenous Affairs just highlighted, this tragic case saw three key reviews, two of 
which were independent reviews.  I will not go into those.  The final review was the coronial inquest.  I want all 
members in this place to take into account what has been said by the coroner, because the coroner has outlined 
very clearly the background to the case and the range of occurrences that led to the tragic death of Wade.  As the 
new Minister for Community Development, my role is to ensure that the government puts in place every possible 
mechanism and process to make sure that this sort of tragedy does not occur.  As the Premier mentioned, when 
we look at the work of the staff within the department and the people in the non-government sector who are 
involved in this type of work, we find that the issue is increasingly complex.  I will ensure that the department 
continues to very carefully and closely analyse its processes and the way in which it approaches cases of 
vulnerable children and children who are in peril.  The government’s most recent budget clearly highlights its 
commitment to ensuring that children are protected.  Providing support for vulnerable families has the highest 
priority.  The government will inject $140 million over the next four years into this area.  We will ensure that 
that money is used to deliver more staff and more supports so that a tragedy such as this does not occur again.  
This is a great tragedy.  As the Premier has highlighted very clearly, the background behind the case is outlined 
in the coroner’s report. 

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN:  Through the review process that I have set up, we will do everything possible to 
ensure that such an occurrence does not happen again. 
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MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont - Deputy Premier) [3.51 pm]:  It is noteworthy that no person on the other side of 
the chamber has been a Minister for Community Development, as I have been.  No person on the other side has 
had occasion to read the very sad files that a minister must read when he or she occupies that position.  No 
person on the other side has a personal appreciation of the sheer level of dysfunction that can be found in our 
society. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, members!  The Deputy Premier has only just got to his feet.  He has limited 
time.  I urge members to respect it. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  No person on the other side of the chamber has an understanding of the complexity of the 
social circumstances revealed in many of these files.  No person on the other side has an understanding of the 
ambiguity revealed in many of these files.  No person on the other side apparently has any understanding that the 
person who makes the allegations in many of these cases is part of the cause of the dysfunction evident in the 
family.  No person on the other side appreciates the very important point that the Premier made during question 
time earlier in the parliamentary session when he said that some of the people the department deals with lie about 
their circumstances. 

I am concerned with the shifting of responsibility here.  In the first place, this tragic death may have been simply 
an accident, because even in the best families and the most functional families there are tragic drownings. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  Secondly, when the effort is made, for political purposes, to shift the responsibility to the 
minister, that responsibility is taken away from the adults concerned who should bear the responsibility and from 
the professionals involved who have a professional responsibility.  I ask members of the opposition to think 
about the differences between the health system and the child protection system.  If a brain surgeon makes a 
mistake and a patient dies, do we ask for the resignation of the Minister for Health?  We do not.  The opposition 
needs to explain why the child protection system is different. 

MS S.E. WALKER (Nedlands) [3.54 pm]:  The Premier had the gall to stand in this place today and say that 
his government looked the problem in the eye and was prepared to act.  He said that the minister was prepared to 
act.  He has obviously forgotten what Sue Gordon said about the government’s performance.  Sue Gordon 
headed the inquiry into child abuse in Aboriginal communities.  Three years after the Gordon inquiry uncovered 
an epidemic of child abuse and family violence in Western Australia, she said that the sexual abuse of children 
was a criminal offence and a message needed to be sent to the wider community that it would not be tolerated.  
An article from The West Australian states -  

“They (the Government) keep saying we don’t want mandatory reporting because it will be too much 
work and a lot of cases won’t come up with the goods,” she said.  “But it is not really good enough.  
These are the most vulnerable people in the community.  I just feel very strongly about it.” 

She condemned the Premier and his government for failing to act on her report.  I remember when the Premier 
sat next to the then Minister for Community Development when she sat where the member for Midland now sits, 
and the Swan Valley Nyungah Community was closed.  He was the Minister for Indigenous Affairs at the time; 
that is how long ago it was.  The ministers did not even get into their chauffeur-driven cars and have a look at the 
community, yet the Premier had the hide to stand in this place and have a go at the opposition.  He is a disgrace 
as well. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, Minister for Housing and Works! 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  The Auditor General, Des Pearson, said in November 2005, three years after the Gordon 
inquiry, that there was no way of telling what changes had been made and whether they had made any 
difference, which is the opposition’s point exactly.  That is why we want mandatory reporting brought in.  Does 
the government know why we want mandatory reporting?  It is because no-one has access to the files in the 
Department for Community Development.  When I was shadow Minister for Community Development, I had a 
good look at what was going on around Australia.  Every state and territory in Australia, except Western 
Australia, has mandatory reporting as a pillar of their policies.  Those governments can have a look at the files, 
but that cannot be done in Western Australia.  It is a disgrace.  Western Australia is a backwater. 
I was going through some press cuttings a couple of nights ago and looking at some work that the member for 
Churchlands and I did on the Child Welfare Amendment Bill.  The government brought in provisions that made 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Tuesday, 22 August 2006] 

 p4979c-4990a 
Speaker; Mr Paul Omodei; Mr Rob Johnson; Dr Elizabeth Constable; Mr Alan Carpenter; Deputy Speaker; Mr 
Colin Barnett; Dr Janet Woollard; Ms Sheila McHale; Mr David Templeman; Mr Eric Ripper; Ms Sue Walker 

 [11] 

it more difficult for a child to be taken from a parent.  I despair at what is happening in this state, and I have said 
that in this place previously. 
I am sure that baby Wade was sent to either a terrible injury or almost certain death by a man with a violent and 
repeated history of violence against children, and who had been jailed for that conduct.  Wade was sent to either 
a terrible injury or almost certain death by a woman who was unable to put her children’s needs above her own.  
The minister had that information before her.  How can the Premier, who has children of his own, stand in this 
place and say that when he has streams of conflicting information before him, he cannot make a decision.  He is 
wrong.  When I was the shadow minister, I saw those files in my office.  They are terrible files.  It is a terrible 
portfolio, but in the end the minister is required to make a judgment.  How can a minister who had before her 
information and evidence from a family member, a grandmother who knew what she was talking about because 
she had fostered those children, stand in this place and say that she took professional advice but the professional 
advice was wrong?  Are the people from whom the minister took professional advice still employed?  Are they 
still making decisions?  What I have just heard from the new Minister for Community Development does not 
inspire confidence.  He just drivelled on.  His department has 158 cases of children in care.  Will he review all 
those cases?  The problem with this government is that it chooses ideology over the safety of children.  Its 
ideology is reunification as soon as possible.  The consequences do not matter, and that is what happened with 
baby Wade.  The government does that in not only this department, but also the Department of the Attorney 
General and the criminal system.  The government allows fathers who have sexually abused their children to stay 
with them, rather than put those offenders through the criminal justice system.  This government has referred 900 
paedophiles to SafeCare programs.  That is this government’s ideology. 
When the issue of mandatory reporting was raised in this state, the government appointed people who it knew 
would cobble together a report and make a finding against mandatory reporting.  The temptation is to feel sorry 
for the minister because of her position today, but I remember being in this Parliament when the Hollingworth 
crisis occurred.  The minister used the paedophilia crisis involving a former Governor-General, Dr Peter 
Hollingworth, as a political exercise.  The Premier knows that was done.  The minister spoke on the radio and 
lulled parents into a false sense of security by saying that the state would introduce a child card. 
Mr A.J. Carpenter:  Which case was it? 
Ms S.E. WALKER:  It was the case of former Governor-General Hollingworth.  The minister used that as a 
political exercise, without regard for children who might be abused.  That is why I fully support this motion.  
Former Premier Geoff Gallop labelled the findings of Magistrate Sue Gordon as reflecting a national disaster.  
Auditor General Des Pearson was reported on 24 November 2005 as saying of the 197 recommendations -  

. . . the action plan to make the changes had no way to track what had been done or how much money 
had been spent. 
A framework to find out whether the action plan was making any difference in Aboriginal 
communities - 

I would include non-Aboriginal communities -  
was supposed to be finished in 2003 but still had not been implemented. 
“This action plan addresses a serious social issue with devastating effects on vulnerable and 
disadvantaged people and it’s important that the initiatives be implemented effectively . . .  

The government did not do it.  I am quite ashamed of the Premier.  It is no good for him to have stood in this 
house today to say that he has an outstanding minister.  She has had a difficult job, but she has made some 
disastrous decisions, and the Premier is supporting her.  The Premier has behind him a man who during the 
budget estimates hearings could not answer the most basic questions on how many homeless children were in 
Western Australia, the progress with the mental health of children who had been abused while in Department for 
Community Development care, or the number of child suicides.  He could not answer the most basic questions, 
yet he stood and spoke in this house today.  What confidence did he give us?  He had to be rescued during the 
budget estimates process because he was making a fool of himself. 
Mr A.J. Carpenter:  No-one is rescuing you. 
Ms S.E. WALKER:  No-one has to rescue me.  I am competent and I can look after myself.  Had I the 
information before me that the minister had before her, I would never have sent that little boy back to a violent 
father. 

Question put and a division taken with the following result - 
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Ayes (24) 

Mr C.J. Barnett Mr M.J. Cowper Mr R.F. Johnson Dr S.C. Thomas 
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Mr J.H.D. Day Mr J.E. McGrath Mr M.W. Trenorden 
Mr M.J. Birney Mr B.J. Grylls Mr P.D. Omodei Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr T.R. Buswell Dr K.D. Hames Mr D.T. Redman Mr G.A. Woodhams 
Mr G.M. Castrilli Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr A.J. Simpson Dr J.M. Woollard 
Dr E. Constable Dr G.G. Jacobs Mr G. Snook Mr T.R. Sprigg (Teller) 

Noes (30) 

Mr P.W. Andrews Mr R.C. Kucera Mrs C.A. Martin Mr T.G. Stephens 
Mr J.J.M. Bowler Mr F.M. Logan Mr M.P. Murray Mr D.A. Templeman 
Mr A.J. Carpenter Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan Mr A.P. O’Gorman Mr P.B. Watson 
Mr J.B. D’Orazio Mr J.A. McGinty Mr J.R. Quigley Mr M.P. Whitely 
Dr J.M. Edwards Mr M. McGowan Ms M.M. Quirk Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Mrs J. Hughes Ms S.M. McHale Ms J.A. Radisich Mr S.R. Hill (Teller) 
Mr J.N. Hyde Mr A.D. McRae Mr E.S. Ripper  
Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr N.R. Marlborough Mrs M.H. Roberts  

Question thus negatived. 
 


