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VENEREAL DISEASES - NOTIFICATION 

683. Mr P.B. WATSON to the Minister for Health: 

On Wednesday of last week the member for Roe claimed that the government was trying to cover up the number 
of children found to have sexually transmissible infections.  Can the minister please inform the house how 
legislative changes have in fact strengthened the reporting and notification of venereal diseases in children? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY replied: 
I thank the member for Albany for the question and also for his ongoing interest in matters related to venereal 
disease.  Last Wednesday the member for Roe asked a series of questions about the notification of sexually 
transmissible infections.  Because of the very detailed and technical nature of the questions, and the distinction 
the member drew between the “approved” and “prescribed” forms that were used in this area, I was unable to 
give a detailed answer at the time and offered to provide the information as soon as I could.  However, the 
member for Roe did not wait.  He released a misleading media statement, in which he incorrectly claimed that 
the notification of sexually transmitted infections had become optional, and that the notification system had been 
abolished.  The member for Roe knows that this is untrue.  He knows that because, as a medical practitioner, the 
new forms and an explanatory document had been mailed to him by the Department of Health before he asked 
the question.  His misleading claims were swallowed hook, line and sinker by The West Australian reporter 
Jessica Strutt and published on page 9 of yesterday’s paper under the headline “Libs claim child sex cover-up”.   

The facts of the matter are that nothing could be further from the truth.  State Parliament recently passed the 
Health Amendment Act, which came into effect in July this year.  That act mandates, for the first time, that 
medical practitioners, nurse practitioners and pathologists working in public and private health care services 
must report all notifiable diseases, including venereal diseases, to the Department of Health.  Previously, neither 
nurse practitioners nor pathology laboratories were required to notify the Department of Health; now they have a 
legal obligation to do so.  Secondly, the new act also corrects significant deficiencies in the law relating to the 
identification of patients with sexually transmitted infections.  It is now mandatory to provide all patient 
identification details for venereal disease notifications, whereas it was optional under the old act.  Under the old 
notification system, a patient’s family name, given name and street address were optional.  Under the new 
notification system, these details are mandatory.  These changes strengthen the contact tracing process for people 
with STIs and ensure a more rapid and complete response from the Department of Health.   

The member for Roe also claimed that enabling the Executive Director of Public Health to amend notification 
forms instead of requiring the Parliament to make the changes would somehow whitewash the problem.  What it 
means is that when the Department of Health wants to add to the notification form an infectious disease such as 
bird flu or a new strain of influenza, the department can do that almost immediately rather than go through a 
lengthy and cumbersome legislative process.  The new notification forms include the following sexually 
transmissible infections, which I am sure the member for Roe would be familiar with: chancroid, chlamydia, 
donovanosis, gonorrhoea, syphilis and HIV-AIDS.  These changes to the Health Act were supported by the 
opposition, and in particular the member for Roe, who during the debate spoke very favourably on the 
amendments.  At page 2290 of Hansard of 25 May 2005, the member for Roe said the following about the very 
provisions that he is now criticising -  

I support this bill, which has some very good clauses.  As a medical practitioner, I can say that it 
addresses some issues in the area of notifiable diseases in an important way.  Essentially, the opposition 
has no concerns with this bill. 

It is disgraceful to now blatantly mislead the Parliament and the media.  The reporting of sexually transmitted 
infections in children is now more stringent than ever.  As a result of the investigation of the Gordon inquiry, the 
Labor government committed to mandatory reporting of STIs diagnosed in children.  Since July 2004, verified 
STIs in children under 14 years of age have been reported by the Director of the Communicable Diseases 
Control Directorate to the Department for Community Development and also to the police.  I have just explained 
to the house what these new laws and forms do to enhance the protection of children by mandatory reporting of 
venereal diseases in children.  I table the forms and explanatory materials that were sent to the member for Roe 
and 4 000 other medical practitioners in Western Australia. 

[See paper 1927.] 
 


