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MEMBERS’ STATEMENTS 
City of Belmont 

HON JIM SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [5.30 pm]:  It is appropriate that I already had the microphone in 
place!  I will raise an issue that I have raised once before, but from a different angle.  I have previously spoken 
about the report that the City of Belmont put forward in response to the “Report of the Inquiry into the City of 
Belmont” of the Department of Local Government and Regional Development.  At that time the report of the 
inquiry had already been tabled.  It contained, if members like, some quite firm findings about what had been 
going on in the City of Belmont and made recommendations.  It seemed to me that the Government was, even 
with that report, being quite soft on the city with the way in which it handled the issue.  I will read one or two of 
the findings of the authorised inquiry report of April 2003.  For instance, finding 2.1 states - 

Between October 1993 and 1998, the City and Council did not enter into any formal written agreement 
of appointment with Urban Focus documenting the extent of works required or providing an adequate 
schedule of payment for this work.   

The council entered into large financial obligations without any tendering process or accurate designation of 
what those costs would be.   

Finding 2.4 states - 

The City did not ensure that an appropriate contract with Urban Focus for the position of scheme 
manager was formulated and finalised within a reasonable time scale.   

Finding 2.5 states -  

The City engaged Urban Focus to carry out work on the Springs project without any binding 
documented contract in place detailing the scope of works and scale of remuneration for the tasks 
undertaken.   

The report went through a range of problems and made a number of adverse findings against the council and the 
chief executive officer about properties that the CEO’s wife had developed.  For example, the cost of roads that 
had been allocated to the CEO’s wife’s developments were reduced by half when Bikewest funds, which were 
supposed to have been for bike paths, were given to the City of Belmont.  Quite a few people came to see me 
about the City of Belmont and I felt that the findings and recommendations did not really outline the seriousness 
of the issues as explained to me by members of that community.   

This week I asked a question of the Minister for Local Government about a report that had gone to the Belmont 
City Council to which it was to respond.  The report is not quite the same report of inquiry that was tabled in 
April 2003, but another report of inquiry into the City of Belmont published on 7 March and containing 
recommendations that are much more serious than those in the other report.  By any objective examination, this 
final report has been watered down somewhat.  The whole language has been changed and a raft of very serious 
issues has not come into being.  Some of the findings that went to the City of Belmont for its response were left 
out of that report.  I refer to findings 217 to 221, which were completely left out of the final report, yet these 
were all things that happened and should have been included in the report that was tabled in this Parliament.  The 
report states - 

Finding 2.17 The CEO has failed to ensure the Springs project was properly managed from the 
original appointment of Urban Focus in 1993.   

Finding 2.18 The City failed in their duty to properly manage and supervise Urban Focus. 

Finding 2.19 The Council has failed to: 

•  Adequately oversee the Springs project 

•  Oversee the City’s finances and resources 

•  Ensure its policies were being properly implemented 

•  Act in the public interest. 
It continues - 

Mr Evans - 

From Urban Focus - 
has failed to manage the scheme in an appropriate manner, and his conduct and performance were 
instrumental in the loss of confidence in the scheme. 
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The most important recommendation of all follows.  This is the key finding that usually sees a council 
suspended.  It states - 

Finding 2.21 The Council has failed to provide good government and has allowed the integrity of 
the City to be thrown into doubt to such a degree that nothing can be taken at face 
value. 

When I posed that finding in a question, the minister said he had never seen this report.  On reflection, I suppose 
that is appropriate, but some people - not only me - have very serious concerns that the whole issue has not been 
addressed and continues not to be addressed by the City of Belmont, despite the minister’s assurances.   For 
instance, one of the issues I have raised was the entering into of contracts with service providers without any 
proper process or tendering.  We understand that, despite this finding and despite the investigation, the legal 
representatives for the council, McLeods, undertook a quarter of a million dollars worth of work, all without a 
tender process.  This was not looked at during the inquiry because it took place as the inquiry was taking place.  
The council’s response is summed up by an article in the Fremantle Gazette of 9 September 2003. 
I will table that article, but I would first like to seek leave, for the minister’s sake, so that he can read this report 
of inquiry into the City of Belmont, to table this document.  The minister should read this and make up his own 
mind about whether I am exaggerating in saying that the report as finally tabled does not in any way show the 
gravity of what has been going on, and continues to go on, in the City of Belmont.  I seek leave to table the 
report.  
Leave granted.  
[See paper No 1415.] 

Mr Boris Turpin 
HON SIMON O’BRIEN (South Metropolitan) [5.40 pm]:  I have been asked by the family of Mr Boris Turpin 
of Mt Lawley to bring the following to the attention of the House.  Boris is 50 years old and suffers from 
psoriatic arthritis.  This is a very painful and debilitating condition.  Boris was diagnosed 19 years ago, at the age 
of 31.  At that time he was married, with two children, and leading an independent life.  He is now confined to a 
wheelchair and needs support in all areas of personal care and daily living.  His hands are deformed by arthritis 
to the extent that he finds it difficult to hold anything.  Tasks taken for granted by most, such as using the 
telephone, cannot be achieved without the help of someone else. 
Boris now lives with his parents.  They provide the support and care he needs.  Mr and Mrs Turpin are, however, 
both elderly.  They are in their late seventies and are in very poor health.  Boris’s father has had a brain aneurism 
that has left him with complications, including memory loss.  His mother has dementia.  The level of care Boris 
now needs has surpassed the capabilities of his parents.  They need support themselves.  However, they are 
devoted to their son and cannot think of their own needs until they know that his needs are met and his future is 
secure.  Boris’s parents plan to leave the family home to him.  Boris wants to continue living there, but he needs 
support to be able to do so.  He is known in the area.  Local shop owners and neighbours are supportive.  He can 
get around in his wheelchair and enjoys a degree of independence.  Boris dreads the thought of having to move, 
at the age of 50, into an aged care nursing home.  If funding is not made available, this is what he may well have 
to do.  He risks losing his home and his remaining independence.  Boris has applied for funding for support but 
his application has been unsuccessful.  Boris needs support now.  His parents, at any moment, may no longer be 
able to continue to provide the care he needs.  Mr and Mrs Turpin speak very broken English and find it difficult 
to communicate their needs and fears.  However, it is hard to imagine why their situation cannot be properly 
understood and help not be made available, bearing in mind that they are in their late seventies and suffer from 
aneurism and dementia.  They can only wonder what has to happen to them before their family’s situation is 
deemed urgent enough for them to receive the help they need. 
The Turpin family asked me to bring these autobiographical notes to the attention of the House so that members 
might understand better the need for supported accommodation services required by an estimated 300 people and 
their families across Western Australia who are currently unable to access the accommodation support they 
require.  

National Child Protection Week 

HON BARBARA SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [5.44 pm]:  I remind members that this is National Child 
Protection Week.  On Monday morning I attended a breakfast organised by the National Association for the 
Prevention of Child Abuse and Neglect.  Professor Fiona Stanley, the Australian of the Year, was the guest 
speaker, and raised a number of issues of which the Chamber should be cognisant.  There is a crisis in child 
protection and this Government and all other Governments around Australia should be looking at the high 
incidence of child abuse and what can be done about it.  Fiona Stanley said that planning is necessary.  Every 
four minutes in Australia a child is reported abused or neglected.  Almost 138 000 cases of child abuse were 
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officially reported in Australia last year.  The Australian Institute of Health and Welfare has published statistics 
that reveal a 23 per cent increase in the number of substantiated cases of child abuse and neglect in the past few 
years.  National Child Protection Week provides a focus on issues and creates opportunities for individuals and 
communities to become engaged in preventive programs and activities.  That is my challenge to this Parliament 
today.  Professor Stanley said that there needs to be a long-term public health approach to ensure the protection 
of children.  I support that view and put on record that I am gravely concerned about this Government’s 
approach to children’s issues, particularly protection of our children and the lack of child protection workers.  
I asked a question last year about the number of child protection workers and child abuse cases and was told that 
in Western Australia the number of child maltreatment allegations in 2000-01 was 2 828.  That is a lot of cases 
in Western Australia.  Alarmingly, the number of child protection officers available to deal with these 
investigations and to work through issues of child protection is insufficient.  My office is inundated every week 
with parents and grandparents alarmed about child abuse issues.  Parents try to argue with the Department for 
Community Development that they are fit and proper parents.  The lack of child protection staff in the DCD is 
causing parents to feel very aggrieved, and rightly so.  

In the address at the National Association for Prevention of Child Abuse and Neglect on Monday morning, a 
question was whether we have a crisis.  A paradigm shift is needed from punitive measures to preventive 
measures.  Rather than departments moving in quickly to see who can be taken to court, we should look at a 
long-term preventive policy and practice.  

As she has done on a number of other occasions, Fiona Stanley also referred to the silos that prevent effective, 
logical solutions.  I have spoken before about silos.  The term refers to agencies that are barred from interagency 
cooperation.  It reflects the fact that agencies do not work together.  We must examine logical solutions so that 
where children are concerned we break down those silos and have interagency cooperation.  Professor Fiona 
Stanley highlighted the lack of research undertaken on child abuse.  As I have often said in this Chamber, if we 
cannot base our policies on sound research, we are failing the children in our community.  This crisis in child 
abuse and child protection must have some long-term research to support it.  

I feel very strongly about the mandatory reporting of child sexual abuse or abuse.  Western Australia is the only 
State in Australia that does not have mandatory reporting.  It is time this Government considered that.  I have 
been told on a number of occasions that mandatory reporting of child abuse or child sexual abuse would cause 
agencies to be inundated and overworked.  So what?  Who are we protecting?  Are we protecting the workers or 
are we protecting children?  It reflects an appalling situation if the Government is denying mandatory reporting 
because the department could not cope with the increased incidence of child abuse. 

The Gordon inquiry report is a wake-up call to this community.  It indicates that we are seeing a huge increase in 
child abuse and child sexual abuse.  Although the Government has put some money towards the Gordon inquiry 
recommendations, a question I asked today related to the child protection unit and the extension of therapeutic 
services through Princess Margaret Hospital for Children.  The building extensions have been done, but the 
Department of Health has not released funds for therapeutic courses to be conducted; it has not released a staff 
member and no staff are working there.  Therefore, although, as a result of the Gordon inquiry, money has been 
directed to extending the child protection unit and therapeutic services offered to abused children, no staff are 
there at the moment.  I call on the Government to look urgently at why there are no staff and what is the hold up.  
The services need to be put in place.  

The good news about child abuse is that the federal Government has established the Australian Research 
Alliance for Children and Youth, which is headed by Professor Fiona Stanley.  The federal Government is 
undertaking a number of very good initiatives by working with the alliance to achieve better outcomes for 
Australian children and youth.  The alliance incorporates policy development, departments, service provision 
and research arms.  The alliance will enhance the wellbeing and life chances of children and youth by 
establishing new collaborations across disciplines and sectors for the production and application of useful 
knowledge.  I would suggest that this initiative by the federal Government, which is the first Government to put 
in place a Minister for Children and Youth Affairs, Larry Anthony, is one certainly worth commending to this 
Chamber.   

In response to the Gordon inquiry, the Premier announced on 3 December 2002 some $35 million worth of new 
initiatives for combating child abuse and family violence in Aboriginal families.  My question today was about 
the amount of money to expand the child protection unit at Princess Margaret Hospital for Children.  I know 
people involved in that area of health are gravely concerned that children who are victims of abuse are not 
getting the service that they deserve because the Department of Health has not appointed the appropriate staff.  
An article during the week highlighted the withdrawal of money from mental health for young children.  Many 
of us in this Chamber will well remember Hon Keith Wilson, who came into this Parliament as a minister of 
religion and became the Minister for Health. 
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House adjourned at 5.53 pm 

__________ 
 


