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CHILDREN AND COMMUNITY SERVICES BILL 2003 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 4 May. 

HON BARBARA SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [5.16 pm]:  I rise as the lead speaker for the Opposition on this 
Bill.  I indicate at the outset that the Opposition will support the Bill; however, we have some serious 
reservations about some issues in the Bill and will be providing the House with some amendments.  We have 
also agreed to split the responsibility of the Bill between Hon Derrick Tomlinson and me because of our recent 
change in responsibilities, and I hope the House is happy with that arrangement.   

Hon Dee Margetts:  Especially if you have the unlimited time.   

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  I thank Hon Dee Margetts. 

Before I address the detail of the Bill, I note the extremely disingenuous statement at the start of the 
parliamentary secretary’s second reading speech suggesting the Court Government did little to progress the Bill.  
As we know, this Bill repeals the Child Welfare Act, the Welfare and Assistance Act and the Community 
Services Act, all of which are outdated.  However, the parliamentary secretary has had the benefit of perhaps 
reading the second reading debate and the handling of the Bill by the member for Nedlands in the other House.  I 
would have thought that the parliamentary secretary would realise that the truth of the matter is that the member 
for Nedlands upbraided the Minister for Community Development, Women’s Interests, Seniors and Youth when 
this matter was debated in the other House and raised some very relevant issues about children’s services that the 
Court Government put in place.  I would have thought the parliamentary secretary would also know that this Bill 
has a long history of development.  It was really quite unfair of the parliamentary secretary to suggest that the 
Court Government did little to progress the Bill.  To have simply left the considerable work undertaken during 
the Court Government unmentioned would have been bad enough, but to make up the gratuitous abuse of that 
likeness is quite unacceptable and disgraceful, and typical of this Government.  It makes me wonder how many 
other claims in the parliamentary secretary’s second reading speech were equally ambivalent.   

A statement in the first paragraph of the parliamentary secretary’s speech emphasises this Government’s strong 
commitment to improving the wellbeing of children by strengthening families.  The Opposition knows that 
although the Gallop Government earlier this year talked to the Sunday Times about how it would set up new laws 
to protect children, the Court Government and the now Opposition has done an enormous amount for the 
children of Western Australia through early intervention and other initiatives.  The Premier was quoted as saying 
that he would bring in sweeping new laws to protect children from abuse and violence.  When one looks at the 
provisions and principles of the Bill, one has to question in detail how much of that will happen.  It is a matter of 
words not supported by action.  For instance, when this Government came to power, one of the first sweeping 
changes it made was to end an initiative of the Court Government by closing all the parenting centres that had 
been opened in shopping centres throughout the State.  The parenting centres were established in metropolitan 
shopping centres at Joondalup, Midland, Mirrabooka and Rockingham, and regionally at Albany, Broome, 
Bunbury, Geraldton, Kalgoorlie, Mandurah, Northam and South Hedland.  In addition, there were six mobile 
services.  What did the Gallop Government do?  The Treasurer, Mr Ripper, closed them because they were 
deemed not necessary.  On 18 January this year the Premier said that his Government would introduce sweeping 
new laws to protect children and that the Government supported early intervention.  He said that reforms would 
focus on protection, early intervention and education.  The education of parents through parenting courses is one 
of the best early intervention tools that we as a society know works.  Despite that, the Treasurer, Eric Ripper, 
introduced a slash and burn budget that cut the parenting centres.  Indeed, the parenting centres not only played a 
vital role in providing an informal first stop for parents who visited shopping centres to obtain advice, but also 
meant that parents did not have to visit the Department for Community Development or any other “welfare” 
organisation.  As such, the parents were not “tagged”.  The key to their success was access to the easy 
information and the informality.  Parents were able to talk to a trained professional in the shopping centres.  The 
parenting centres were highly visible.  The centres were evaluated in 1999 by the TVW Telethon Institute for 
Child Health Research.  The valuation stated that they were visionary and at the world’s cutting edge of 
prevention science.  However, this Government deemed that they were not a good early intervention tool and 
said that it would put in place other early intervention tools.   

When we look at its record, we see that the Government went on to slash and burn and cut hearing tests for 
infants, which is something I have spoken about before in this Chamber.  Those tests were cut for the sake of a 
very small amount of money; I believe it was $300 000.  The Government decided that it was not worthwhile to 
find out whether newborn babies had a hearing problem, even though we know that if a child is tested and found 
to have a hearing problem at birth, the benefits of early intervention are almost immeasurable, particularly by 
reducing later costs.  The pilot program was put in place in 2000 when John Day was the Minister for Health.  It 
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was put into five major teaching hospitals from 2000: King Edward Memorial Hospital for Women, Joondalup 
Health Campus, Woodside Maternity Hospital, Osborne Park Hospital and St John of God Health Care Subiaco.  
The program covered 54 per cent of all children born in Perth and 46 per cent of all children born in Western 
Australia.  It was the first program of its kind in Australasia, although the program is common in Europe and 
compulsory in some States of America.  This Government is suggesting that it is committed to early intervention 
and protecting children for the long term.  However, it has cut programs that obviously work. 

The Court Government put in place extensive kindergarten programs and preprimary programs for all Western 
Australian children during its eight years in government.  It made a significant move to appoint a director of 
early childhood education in the Department of Education.  What did this Government do?  It got rid of that 
position.  That took from a director level in that department the opportunity for important checks to ensure that 
the early childhood programs that are critical to early intervention were guided and directed by someone who 
understood what early intervention and assessment is about.  But no, the Government was quite happy to have a 
high school teacher say no, we do not need an early childhood specialist at that level, and so the position was 
taken away. 

When announcing the new laws to be contained in this Bill, the Premier said that the Government would develop 
legislation to screen adults who worked with children.  We see nothing in this Bill to do that.  In January this 
year he said that legislation would be drafted.  We are yet to see the legislation come before the House.  He said 
that he was passionate about the issue of child protection.  What has the Government done about the mandatory 
reporting of child abuse?  This is the only State in Australia that does not have mandatory reporting of child 
abuse, yet the Premier said that he was passionate about the issue of child protection.  I question his credibility.  
Most of the work in this Bill was done during the term of the Court Government.  There is very little in the 
provisions and principles of this Bill that supports the sort of wide-ranging statement that gains headlines in the 
Sunday Times.  There is no child card, children’s commissioner or screening of newborn babies.  The parenting 
centres have been closed.   

Only last week the public of Western Australia became aware - although the Opposition knew - that this 
Government had given away to the federal Government the ability to classify videos, films and television 
programs that are unacceptable and inappropriate viewing for young children.  I wrote to the Minister for Justice 
and for Police and Emergency Services to see whether she would consider reclassifying the video game 
Manhunt, which I watched last week.  I was appalled to see the violence in that video game.  We know that that 
sort of video game violence can breed violence.  I will not speak too much about that video game.  It is rated MA 
15+ but it could be played at home by children younger than 15.  A minister of this Government has wiped her 
hands of it, saying that it is not the State Government’s responsibility.  Any State Government can retain that 
ability; it does not have to be passed to the Office of Film and Literature Classification.  However, this State 
Government is quite happy to hand over that responsibility to the federal Government. 

On 9 March this year the Minister for Health, Mr McGinty, said that health system reform was vital.  Nine 
months after his appointment as the Minister for Health, he said that he wanted to bring about a change of culture 
in the health system.  I suggest to Mr McGinty that he has failed to bring about a culture of change in the health 
system in this State, because he is concerned only about hip replacements and about hospitals treating the sick.  
He is not concerned about putting in place and funding early intervention programs in the health system that will 
build a healthier and fitter community.  The Minister for Health has done very little about that.  Last year I asked 
a question in this Parliament about early intervention therapeutic services.  The current situation is an absolute 
disgrace.  The Government needs to be called to order on the long waiting lists that parents confront when they 
have a young child with a speech or hearing deficit, a learning disability or an early indication of a mental health 
problem.   
Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders.   
 


